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POREWORD

The Office of ﬁhe Chief of Military History has undertaken
the prepafatioﬁwof various speciul studies needed in the Army School
System and for eteff‘reference; Such prpjects'were initiated more
than three yearstage when a canvassvof_generaiiand special staff sec-
tions of the Armyi:ééulted‘in requests for st@dies on a wide variety
of subjects. In maey caees the necd for such studies vas found to
be greatest in mattefs‘pertaining to foreign military methods. This
study is 1ntended to provide the Army with 1niormatlon on Russian
interrogation metho@e ;n a condensed and readily usable form. It has
been made at the reqﬁest‘of the Assistant Chief of Staff, G~<, GEUS!

A conciderable volume of material is availeble for research on
Soviet methods_of'interrogation, The Russians} however, sre extremely
secretive, and there are many gaps in our knowiedge of their operations
und methods, partluularly at the higher ievelu of the Sov1et govern--
mental and mllltery structure It is felt that‘thls study will £ill
in some of the mise;pr pieces of the Soviet pugzle. If it stimulates
further investigetie?’té gain yet more complete knowledge of Ruseian

methods, the continuing value of the study will be enhanced.

({0 S R
R IR R -~ . ¢ vl
: ORLANDO WARD
Washington, D. C, Major General, UCA
Beptember 1951 Chief, Military Histovy
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PREFAGE

The primary purpose of this study is to provide a reference

work on Russian methods of interrogation for students in the Army

School Syétem, p§rticular1y for those in the field of intelligence.
This work is aiéa”iﬁteﬁéédhfor use as a reference by those who
determine what iﬁstfuéﬁions'a United States soldier will receive
concerning hisvééhaﬁét in the event of capture;by the armed forces
of the Soviet Unioh or its satellite nations.

The scopéﬂéfnthié study is considerably broader than indicated

by the title. The gehérai treatment accorded prisoners of war by the
Soviets during‘WSrldAWar II is balanced againsé a history of prisoner
treatment tthﬁghmﬁhé ages. Soviet attitudes regarding the rules of
land warfare surrounding prisoners are compared with the attitudes of 1;
other peoples. A;briéf description of the governmental and military
structure of ‘the Soviet Union has been presented, in order that the
student may better understand the part played by the interrogation
progrem in thé'bééf—éll intelligence plan of that nation. Soviet

w7 | . . L) . ]
intelligence procedures, prisoner evacuation, prison camp conditions,

and the prisoner indoctrination program are discussed to the extent
necessary 1o lead to a better understanding of the interrogation
program.

In the hands of the Soviets, interrogation is not only a mcans
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of gathering infofmation but also a pblitical weapon. The startling
confessions made in the Soviet purge trials of the late 1930's or,
more recently, in the Hungarian trials of Cardinal Mindszenty and
Rdbert Vogler have testified to the effectiveness of communist
methods‘of "political" interr;gation°, In this study‘such methods
are touched upon because they were used with a very limited number
of prisoners of war. Otherwise, the discussion has been confined to.
methods used to gain tactical and strategic information from captured
military personnel during and immediately after World War IL.

 Since this study is intended for use as a reference, which means
that only isolated parts of the work will be read by many individuals,
certain facts and ideas have‘been repeated from time to time in order
to permit each phase of the study to-stand alone as a self-contained
‘thesis.

The author has been allowed complete frecdom in resggrch and in
developing his ideas, and for this he is truly grateful. A sincere
attempt has been made to write a factual, objective narrative, devoid
of bias. In occasional instances when only assumptions could be made
because of insufficient'evidence, they have been frahkly labeled as
such. - The author takes full responsibility for these assumptions,
for statements of fact, and for conclusions found in the text. It
must be emphasized that the recommendation@ contained in the final

chapter represent the views of the author and do not necessarily
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reflect the views or pollcles of thn Depaftmont of the Army.
| The writer has received much help, beglnnlng with the orlglnal

outline and continuing through the stages of researching, writing,

and editing. Brig. Gen. P. M. Roblnett, USA—Rgt , Chlef Special

Studies Division, Office of the Chief of Military Hlstory, contributed

mnany valueble suggestions, smoothed the way for more complete research

than would otherwise have been possible, and offered constructive

criticism and gu1dan0u throughout the project. Lt. William Klepper, Jr.,

carefully researched the records of the German Mllltaly Documents
Section and located many documents which were of primary importance
to this study; Lt. George L. Frenkel's painstaking review of the
manuscript and hié correction of many translations of German documents
have resuited in a muckh improved, more accurate study. Lt. Col.
Robert E. Work, USAF, was most CO—operative.in making available Air
Force records for this project, and his constructive suggestions and
criticisms were:muéﬁ appreciated by\the author. Mr. Israel Wice and
his assistents have given valuable ald in securing source materials;
the Fofeign Studies Braunch, Office of the Chief of Military History;
the Office of the Assistant Chief of Staff, G-z, GSUSA and GHQ, FEC;
the Departmental Records Bre;ch, AGO; the Historical Sectilon, EUCOM
the Army Library; and the American Red Cross have all beecn most co-

operative. It has been a pleasure to work with Miss lLucy weidman

who has edited the finel draft of the manuscript; Mrs. Frances T. Fritz
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did theuprgliminary editing of the first draft of the narrative.

Mri Frank J. Ford is re5pgn§ibleﬁfoE”@herfirst chart, the other six
belng the work of Mr. Elliott Dunay. Mrs. Irene Wilhelm has been.,
helpful in administrative matters ag@ has assiste& with the typing;
Mrs. Laurié Herring has assiduously typed. and rétyped the manuscript
and cut most of the stencils for this mimeographed edition of the ,w.
study.

Referencee in the footnotes give credit only to a few of the

meny persons who have been called upon to give information. Personnel .

of the Office of the Assistant Chief of Staff, G-2, GSUSA, of the: ..
Directorate of Intelligence, USAF, and of the Office of the Chief -of .
Naval Intelligence, USN, have reviewed the manuscript; their comments

- end criticisms have heen invaluable.

KERMIT G. STEWART
Waghington, D. C. ‘  Major, (Inf) GSC . R
September 1951 '
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A‘PART I
CHAPTER T .
SCOPE AND PURPOSE
OF THIS STUDY
This is a study of.Russian methods of interrogating captured
personnel during and immediateiy after World Wﬁr I, The discussion
will be limited as nearly as'poésible to methods used in dealing
Wifh prisoners of war although some of the methods have been used
more frequently with political and criminal offenders in the Soviet
bUnion and its satellite states.
The importance of prisoner interrogation has been emphasized
in Soviet military dootriné and practice. Explicit directions for
processing prisoners have been found in practically all handbooks
issued to the various arms and services of the Red Army. Soviet
training films ha?e emphasized that the "eyes and ears" of prisoners
should be used as much as possible in planning attack or defense.l
The capture of prisoners for purposes of interrogation has played
such a promineht part in Soviet tactics that commanders have often
specified in reconnaissance directives the sectors from which
prisoners were to be taken.2
Soviet emph&sis.on the importance of prisoner interrogation
is not unique. Prisoners have been considered veluable sources of .

: 3
information by bellig:rente throughout the history of warfare, and

S stonE SECRET
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during World War Il all the major powers carried on extensive
prisoner-interrogation programs. |
The tremendous number of prisoners taken during Worid War II
scrved to increase the importancé’of the interrogation program.4
Literally millions of Germahs fell into Russian hands during the
war, the exact numbér being held at the time of Germany's surrender
will probably ﬁever be known. More than a million Japanese soldiers
ond civilians were captured by thg Red Army during its eleven-day
war with Japan.5 Russia, in turn,»lost millions of troops to the
Germons. France, Poland, England, the United States, and other
powers engaged in the war also experienced heavy losses of personnel
through capture.  Additional millions of civilians suffered im-
‘pqisonment as intérnges and slave laborers or as political and
"racial" offenders in conceutration camps.
with huge quantities of the raw materisl of intelligence

;available in the form of prisoners, the various belligerents took
stepslto insure the fullest possible exploitation of prisoncr in-
formation. Field regulotions and special orders issued to éoﬁbat
troops specified procedures for processing and evacuating prisoners
in ways designed to insure their immediate and maximum utilization
for intelligence purposes. Large numbers of military intelligehce
personnel were especially treined as interrogatofu and «s linguists.

Specialized agencics such as translator and interrogation teams were

SECRET SECRET

Approved For Release 2002/01I1IGQ.‘CIA-RDP65-00756R000400030001-4

[ S i



| Approved For Release 2002/0y1p b%ﬁ?PGS-OO?SG@E@R@T

organizéa téﬂéxplbit'cagtured documents aﬁd to interrogate prisoners,
and subd1v151ons were created Wlthln existing 1ntelllgence services
to process prlsoner 1nformdt10n.

The emphasis on the prisoner-interrogation program‘Quite
naturally led to the adoption of appropriate.counterintelligence
measures by the various belligerents. Troops were told of thelr
rights as prlsoncrq under international law, cautioned about known
tricks and strategems employed by the enemy to secure information
from priéonérs, iﬁdoctrin&ted with principles of loyalty to be
practiced when in captivity, and warned of punishment which would 5
be inflicted if it were learned thaty an individual had deserted or ;
wilifﬁgly'given information to the enemy.8

In this Stud&, Soviet methods of exploiting prisoners for
intelligence purpoées will be déscribed in as much detail as possible.
A brief discussion of the wartime organizationrof the govefnment

of the USSR and of the Soviet Armed Forces will be followed by a

E
more extensive discussioﬁ of Soviet military intelligence services %
and the organizational changes whlch took place during the war. For é
mObt natlcns thlb would be sufficient background for an understanding %
of their prlsoner—lnterrogaulon programs. The Soviet Union, however, é
had a hlghly centrallzed gOVprnment and meny intelligence organlza—- i
tlons with over~lapp1ng functlons The dlscu551on, therefore, cannot ;

be confined to the mllltary organlzatlon alone but must include

SECRET SECRET
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various pera-military intelligence and security organizations,
éspeci&lly the Pebples' Commissariat of the iﬁterior (NKVD) which
lﬁaé feépénéibla for the operation of prisoner-of-war camps and for
the strétegic interrogation pfogram'in those camps. |

| Soviet field régul&tioné and speciel directives pertaining
to theAhandling and interrogdtioh of prisoners, the selection and
traiﬁing of intelligence personnel, counterintelligence measures,
specific methbds’and practices of Soviet interrogators, and other
aspects of the prisoner- 1nterrogatlon program will be given as com-
plete an exp081tlon as is possible within the limitations of reoearch
materials presently available. The general treatment of prisoners
during evacuation and in the camps and £he camp-propaganda program
will be discussed in so far és these aspects of the.life of &
prisonér in'Russia were related to'interrogatioﬁ préceuures. Since
inferfogétions of priscners in the field and in the camps were con-
ducted by different agencles and for different purposes, separate
treatmént will be given to these two phases of interrogation.
Sépardte treatment will also be given to Russian methods of in-
terrogating‘Japaﬁeée prisoners since this was almost entirely a
'post—war development |

Excerpts from a large number of documents upon whlcb this

study is based appear in the appendlx. Wany of these 'oase hlstorles"

are Spbctacular in nature and, if lncluded in the text, would tend
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to focus the reader's attention on sbecific incidents father than
lead to a general uﬁderstanding of method. In so far as possible,
the text of this study ﬁill deal with methods of interrogation in
general terms. The decumentary excefpts in the appendix will be‘
uééé to illustrate certain methods described and_tp support various
conclusioﬁs and EValuations appeariné in the text.

| In order to achleve a better understanding of Russian methods
of 1nterrogat1ng prisoners, the first part of this study will deal
with some broad aspects of the problems created by taking prlsonexs
in modern warfare. Included will be a brief discussion of inter— -
natlonal law as 1t pertains to prisoners of war; a short history of

the treatment accorded prisoners from ancient times to the present;

“mention of the principal codes, treaties, and multipartite- conven-

tions concerning prisoners which have been framed in the past two
hundred yeafs; and special mention of the Geneva Prisoners of War
Convention of 1929 with comments on the degree to which the major
belllgerents of World War II adhered, or fallei to adhere, to that
treaty.

Germany wae signatoryvto the Geneva Conveﬁtion of 1929, but
the Soviet Union was not. Despite Germaﬁ cffers to apply the pro-
visions of the conventlon to Russian priscners on a re01procal basis,
the Ru551ans per51sted in refublng to make any commitments on the

matter, The result was a stute of lawlessness between these twe
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powers in so far as their prisoners were concerned. Both nations
weré engége& in ﬁdﬂal ﬁar;‘a type of confliét which has become
clmost institutional in the twentieth century. They were also
engaged iﬁ'aﬁbideological conflict, and the opposing, but equally
fanatical, ideologies of Communisn and Naziism transformed a
chronic aniagonism between the two peoples into a bitter hatred.
The combined effect of these aggravating circumstances was a
nbticeable deterioration in the field of humanitérianism and an
ﬁptreﬁd of brutalization,9 Some aspects of the effect of Commmmuism
von Soviet attitudes toward that portion of international law per- |
‘taining to pfisoners of war will be given sepurate treatment in
this study. |

Because of the place‘of the Soviet Union in world affairs and
the ﬁature Qf the Communist dictatorehip, the Russians have become
probably_thé most éecurity conscious people on earth. They have
been especially‘secretive about their methods of handling prisoners.
As a result, there are nany unfilied gaps in the information which
is curréntly available and upon which this study is based. ost
of the information has comu, either directly or indirectly, from
Gérh&n sources. An important direct source has been the German
- Military Dééuments Section (GMDS), Deportmental kecords Branch,
Office of the Adjutant General. These files, most of which were

captured from the Germen Army at the close of ‘orld War II, have
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yielded not only information on Soviet methods but a number of
Soviet documents concerning treatment of prisoners. A group of
former German staff officers working in co-operation with the
Historical Division’of the United States European Command have
also made an important contribution to this study in the form of
monographs on Soviet methods of interrogating and propagandizing
prisoners of war'lo Some of these former officers who fought
against the Russians during the war were captured by the Red Army.
In gathering material for their monographs they questioned many
former German soldiers now returned from Russian captivity.

Other informetion has been gleaned from these same réturned
prisoners and from Soviet deserters by United States Army and Air
Force intelligence agencies in Burope and America. Soviet methods
of handling Japanese prisoners have been learned from Japanese
repatriates by United States intelligence agencies in Japan. The
text is fully footnoted as to the sources of the information, with
appropriate comments on the conjectures or conclusiqns which are
based on an inadequate number of case histories or upon information

of questionable relizbility.

This study, comprising both a historical review and a critical

analysis of Russian methods of interrogating captured personnel, is
written with a twofold purpose: (1) to point out the successful

methods that might well be adopted in future combat and at the seme
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time to weed out the ineffective or faulty nothode; aad (2) to

provide ithe planners, especl 11y those concerned with prisonsr-
11“t>”rogatﬁ.‘§n, counterintelligonce, troop-training, and troop-
information progeems, with informetion on which to base counter
mezcures Lo 'be' token and ummlug programs to be instituted in
thne event of war with the nation wilose combat methods are. unaer

study.
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SOME ASPECTS
Of INTERNATTOW.L Luad

In ancient times & captive was, in most cases, completely
subjeet te the mercy of Lis individusl captor. The latter's conduct
28 it alfected his priscner was limited by ro restrictions other
than those impused by his personal code of ethics or, o8 society
developed, by the code of the social grounp to which he belonged.
As civilization progressed, however, e consilerable chunge took
place in the status of ¢ militery captive. He bocame a captive
of the nation tc which he had surrendercd ratler than f the in-
dividual whe mode the capture, asd naticns, in turn, sweceptad

varying degrecs of responsibiiity for the welfare of e prives,
The rights which gradually =zcerued ve prisoners incladed that of
withhelding certuin information from cuptors if pfisonurs.so'dc~
sired. Rules which mest nations have accepted in régard to their
treatment of prisoners are among that group of laws known as the
rulss ot la nd warfare whick, in turn, are a pari of
of internationsl law.

A mouern natisn, whether enjuged in war or pesce, i entitled
to certain riglts and has‘certain duties to fulfill uwnder inter-

waticnal law. This body of custums, useges, ond rules which affect

43}
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and to an extent governs the relations and intercourse of states
with one another has been formulated o8 a result of commercial

and political transformetions which took place during the fifteenth
and sixteenth centuries when western civilization was undergoing
the trensition from the Middle Ages to the era of modern history.
During that period the feudal system was transformed into a group
of well-defined territorial states with the govermments of the

latter assuming supreme authority within their boundaries. The

process of change, it is generally agreed, was completed by the

vTreaty of Westphalia (1648) which securely established the terri-

torial state as the characteristic feature of the modern political
1

_8ystem.

Under current conceptions of internatirnal law, a state {or

nation) has been defined ag "the external personality or outward

~agency of an independ lent community" which has as its attributes
: p

"(a) possession of sovereign power to pledge the community in its

_relations with other similarly sovereign commurnities, (b) indepcndence

of all external control, and (¢) dominion over a determinate terri-

2
tory." Thus, while a state recognizes no higher lawgiving authority,
it can still pledge itself to maintain certain specified relations
with otﬂer states.

Desplte the fact that the old system of feudalism had evolved

into a systom of sepurate territorial states, these states meintained
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continuous relaticns with one another, and it was inevitable that
certain rules should be aedopted which would assure e meagure of
order and mutunl understanding in these relaticnships. B&_the very
nature of the new order, it wag uecessary for stetes to agree on
common frontisrs and on the conditions under which they could acquire
valid title to nevw territories; inter-state commerce, trade, and
finance, necessary to the continued existence of many naticus, could
.
flourish»only‘unﬂer a system of mutuel agreemente and understandings.
Even when the reletionship was one of war, notions found it to their
advantage to cenduct hostiiities within the bounds of certsin rules
which coull be flouted ouly at the expense of losing the edventoge
of these rules for themeelves. In the pact four hundred years the
structure of iuternational law has been raiscd into an imposing
edifice congistiang of theousands of treatiss, decigiong of inter-

nationat and demegtic tribunals, informal agreemente, usages, and

T m—

customs. In the latter part of this period custom kas largely beon

repleced by the treuty or conveations.

\

R

Internationsl law hag a highly complex clieracter, and definitiong

which have been ndvauced by authorities are usuclly long stateuents .

3 .
conteining rumerons qualifying clauses concerning origin end function. [
The definition quoted beleow will gerve to define the term as 34 is E
used in this study. The quetatiorn ie an excerpt from a dissenting %

oplnion offered by Judge Frel K. Neilson in the Internaticnal Fisherics

L | - SECR;ﬁ' SECRET
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Company Case of 1931:
. International lew 15 & law grounded on the general

assent of the nations. . . . 1ts sources are treaties and
custons, and the important sources of evidence of the law
are judicial decisions of domestic and internationel tri-
bunals, certain other kinds of public rovernmental ccts,
treatics and the writings of authorities. The existeunce
or non-existence of a rule of international law is estab-
lished by a process of inductive ressoning; by marshaling
verious forms of evidence of the law to determlne whether
or not such evidence reveals the general assent that is the
foundation of the law. No rule cen be sbolished, or amplified,
or restricted in its operation, by a single nation or by &

, few nations or by private individuals acting in conjunction
with & Government. No action teken by o private individual
can contravene a treaty or a rule of international law, al-
though it is the duty of a Government to control the actlon
of individuals, with a view to preventing contravention of
rules of international law or treaties .4

It would seem that the principal basis for international law
is the general assent of *he nations concerned. In this respect,
the rules tolwhich'nations have agreed to conform in their relation-
ships with cne gnother nave the same inherent force as the customary
lew of primitive society or the ideal statutes of a democratic
governments »their authority is founded on consent. Even though
there is no higher lawgiving authority which can punish transgressors,
stotes obey international law because they have recognized the in-
herent worth or necessity for a law and have therefore consented to
obey, although the number of assents a rule of action needs in order
to be recognized as a rule of international law has never been detor-
mined. Neither is it possibleﬂyq establish with precision the status

5

of a given law either now or at any specific moment in the past.

e W H O
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But, nevertheless, it is a mistake to assume that internatiqnal law
is not observed or that it does not have a binding character.
During its four centuries of existence, international law has in
most instances been serupulously observed.

To recognize the existence of international law as a binding
legél system is not tantamount to its.recognition as an effectiveb
legal system. When serious differences in naﬁionul interests or
opinion have occurred, the subject mattor of those disagreements has
generally been ignored in treaties, or, if agreed upon, adhercnce
has been far from general.7

There is no established mechanism by which applicability of
g rule of internaticnal law can be determined with precision, and no
specific sanctions exist which can be employed to assure adherence.
Various intermational courts have been established, but their Jurig-
dictlon has been limited to thoge states willing to submit disputes
for adjudication. "It is axicmatic in international law that no
state can be compelled against its will to submit & dispute with
: 8
enother state to an international tribunal."

Probably the most reliable and potent force ﬁhich ensures ad-
herence to international law is public opinion, especinlly when that
opinion”is based on the social ethics of the people of one natioﬁ or
of several naticns. Public criticism can bring about conerete senctions

against an offending nation: boycotts, embargos, the severing of
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diplomatic and trade relationt, various forms of reprisal, the
seizure of hostages, or war. Within a staté, public opinion can :
ring about & change of policy on the part of governmental officials, -
or it may bring about the fall of the government. |

In time of war, one of the most effective sanctions which can
be efiployed to enforce international law is the reprisal. Rules of
warfare can exist only when belligerents find it to their mutual ad-
vantage to adhere to those rules; non-adherence results in reprisals %
which negate both the rules and the advantages. Laws concerning the :
treatment of prisvners of war arc of a type which belligerents have
found to be mutually advaﬁtageous from a militery standpeint and are
more likely to command respect than laws limiting the use of weapons

‘ . 9 )
or the destruction of eunemy forces and resources.

An example of how reprisals can negate both rules and advaﬁtages
oceurred early in World War II. During the attempted landing at
Dieppe in 1942, Canadian troops handeuffed some captured Germans on
the battlefield as & securlty measure. This was adjudged a technical
violation.of the Geneva Convention by German military authorities
who proceeded to shackle a large number of Allied prisoners in re—
teliation, thereby setting off a "ehain-reaction” of reprisals vhich
for a time threatened the cxistence of all rules of land warfare.

The resulbtant diplomatic deadleock was broken culy by tho Innternational

Red Cross Committee whicli, after much negotiation, was gsuccessiul
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10
in bringing au end 1o the reprisals., This Committee, which

has had much practical experience in persuading nations to uphold
international law; observed in its World war IT report: '"Genersliy
speaking, the rules of international law ere implemented only on
the basis of reciprocity. Practical success depends, however, nct
only on legal reciprocity, but also on one national interest balancing
with the other. Reciprocity in this sense nay rest upon interest,

11
unlike in kind, but existing at the same moment."

Fear of reprisals may have been the only factor which caused
Germany toward the end of World War II to maintain its adherence to
thé Geneva Convention in regard to Allied priscners. Early in 1945
the Nazls had seriously considered deﬁouncing that Convention, but
German military leaders feared reprisals against captured German

12
personnel.,

Adherencé tc internctional law on the part of individual
citizens of a state is ensured to a limited degree when that state
officially ratifies a treaty or convention. The act of retifying
& trea;y carries with it the implication thot the ratifying states
will require their citizens to obey the terms of that treaty. In
the United States this implicafion is cunfirmed by law. Article Six
of the.Cdnstitution of the United States provides: "Thisz Constitution
énd the laws of the,United States which shall be_m&de in pursuance

thereof and wll treaties male, or which shall be nade, under the
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uthority of the United States, shall be the supreme law of the
land. . . "

Upen retification by Congress, the Genava Gonventioﬁ of 1929
became law for all citizens of the United States; thé armed forces
wereﬁobliged £o incorporate its terms in their regulations, to
instruct all military personnel as to thelr rights and duties ﬁnder
the Convention, and to treat prisoners who were citizens of,adhéring

13 -
states in accordance with its provisions. Thus, international law
which has been codified in treaties has at least some of the attri-
butes of muhicipal iaw for citizens of the ratifying states. There
are other factors inherent in the concept of treaty law, howeverl,
which tehd to nullify the theory that by codification the problem
of adherence is sol&ed.

The scvereign authority of states which, in theory, is the

, in practice, to be a source of weakness.

s

bulwark of treaty law, prcves
While sovereignty may confer authority to enter into s treaty, it
also confers authority to release the state from that treaty since
14 .

sovereignty is incompatible with obligation. Stetes have from time
to time rencunced or violated treaties for a variety of reascns:

R . ) :
wfavorable treaties forced on weai or defeated nations have been
rencunced when those nations recovered sufficient strength to defy

their oppressors; arrcgaint or irresponsible governments of powerful

states have forced their will on others in deliberate defiance of
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existiug égréements; the realities and dire necessities of war
have often-volded idealistic, unrealistic, or vutmoded rules of
warfarc adopted in time of peace or in previous wars.

 Viithin a state, the status of munieipel law is determiﬁed
precisely by the courts. Herein lies the important differcnce
between municipal law and treaty law: save for.a few international
courts which have had permissive and declaratory, rather than
arbitrary, suthority. no agency for the interpretation of treaty
law existsvop thg international level, and states are free to in-
terpret the terms of treaties in the light of changing national
interests, necessities, and ethics. It should algo be remembered
here that the threat of punishment for transgressoré haskneQer yet
succeeded in preventing violativas of municipal law.

Finelly, abstract theories regarding the sanetity and force of
treaties give way to the hard fact that the terms of treaties are,
in practice, based either upon the differsnces in strength between
the cohtracting parties or upon the degree of uscfulness of the
treaty to all parties. Using this criterion, treaties may bg divided
into two groups: those forced on the weak by the sfrcng and those

A 15
which are of mutual benefit to the contracting states. The rules
_ofvwarfare in‘gener&l, and particularly those applying to prisoners

of war, belong to the second group.
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Despite numerous attempts to codify the rules in treaties and
conventions, certain unwritten customs and usages which are well
defined and recogniﬁed by civilized nations remain in force. During
a war, these unwritten rules are of specidl importence. War is a
reversion %o primitiva methods of self-preservation which knows no
law save that of survival, and to have auny rules governing the coﬁ~
dﬁct of hostilities is something of a paradox. The weakness of
ﬁreatieg and conventions, the effect of new methods and weapons, and
the other factors which tend to mullify the force of written rules
dﬁring hostilities serve to increase the importance of certain customs
of warfare.

Among the unwritten rules of war recognized by most civilized

wtions are three intérdependent basic principles: (1) the princivle

of military necessity under which z belligerent is justifiecd in
applying any amount and kind of force to compel the submission of
tne enemy with the least expenditure of time, life, and money; (2) the

principle of hunenity prohibiting any violence not actually necessar
P ,

for the purpose of war; and (3) the princinle of chivalry which pro-
16

hibits the resort to dishonorable means, expedients, or conduct.

The rules of warfare are particularly susceptible to rapid
change, and it is sometimes difficult to-determine whether veriations
are the result of violations or due to the effect of practical devel-

opments. Rules codified in times of peace tend to emphusize humanitarien

. ECRIE T
Approved For Release 200%/5’1i1(fé EIE—RDPGS-OO?SG§OI(%4<(;0]6§0L6%11-4

E

e



Approved For Release 2002/01/40p @IARR@&GS-OWSGROOQE(@@1E F][

considefatiéns to an wnrealistic dsgree. Such fules guickly fall

by the wayside asvsoc%al ethicé gnd morality change under the realities
of war, and only nécessity, humanity, and chivalry are left as gulding
prineiples. Even these broad, ggneral principles are subject to
violation by the more ruthless combatants.

"Total war" as practiced by belligerents hetween 1939 and 1945
rendéfed obsolete many rulés of long-standing, and beiligerents fell
back more and more on the uﬁwritten rules of warfare to justify vio-
lations of the written codes. Of these rules, the maxim of necessity
wa.s used te justify violations rore than aﬁy other as the iﬂportance
of actibns banned by treaties became so great as to warrant viglation.
No sanctions have as yet been devised or employed to enférce the rules

v - o 17
of warfare which can counterbalence the force of military necessity.

The treatment of prisoners is strongly influenced by necessity
in warfarc and cannot be considered apart from the current gsocial,
economilc, and militafy situation existing in the nation which is |
holding captives. It is Bnly by reference to these conditions that
treatment accorded to prisoners can be explained and evaluated. L4
brief summary of practices in the past and of modern developments
will provide a background for an eveluation of Russian practices

during World War II.
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CHAPTER 1II

THE, GROWTH OF CUSTOMS AlD LAWS
REGARDING PRISONERS

Despite many periods cf regression, the treatment accorded
prisoners of war, from a humanitarian standpoint, hasg gradually
improved through the years. This is not to say that the behavior
of captors hag been consistent during any one period. The most
fierce of encient warriors occasionally induviged generous and
merciful impulses toward thelr captives while certain of the
HWorld War II belligerents visited ac£s of utmost savagery on their
captured foes. During the twentieth century several of the most
idealistic conventions regarding prisoner treatment yet written
have been ratified by most of the nations of the world. This
humanitarian advance has been countered by the rise of certain
ideologies which have largely disregarded the acquired rights not
only of prisoners of war but also of free citizens, and there is
evidence that humanity, in some quarters at least, 1s suffering a
period of regression in regard to prisoner treatment.

In ancient times there was no legal distinction between com-
batent end non-combatant. DBarly dribal conflicts were usnally wars
of extermipation. Warriors, farmers, tradesmen, women, and children

fell into the same category so far as the belligercent was concernod;
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no guarter was expected, asiked, or given. The individual was

identified with the tribe or sccial group, and defeat meant loss
' 1

of life, liberty, and possessious for all. Massacres of captives
" ’ L

sl

were often preceded by systematic or ceremonial torture. Un occasions,
captors disfigured priconers by amputsting or mutilating limbs end
facial features and then set them free in order to warn ér terrorize
: 2 -
others.

4y Bgyptian and MGSontamian civilizafions beganh to flourish,
& departure from the traditional practice of slaughtering or wuti-
lating captives 1s noted in anclent writings; that is, the conquerors
began to make slavesg of defeuted peoples.: The 01d Testament, for
instance; contains detailed accounts of Jewish bondage in Egypt and
Bebylon. . The practice of enslaving rather than.killing'priSOﬁers,
fhough a great step forward, cannot be ascribed to the cmergeace of
new humanitarlan concepts and ideals, but rather an economic inter-
pretation must bovgiVUn_to thig development. Couwplex, highly in-
tegrated gocleties such as those which rose in Mesopotamia and Egypt
were made possible only by multitudes of slavss who expanded agricul-
tural facilities, reised herds, labored in shops, rowed the boats
of commerce, built the walled citles and tewples, and‘t&ndéd the

physical needs of their masters. The killing of prisoners became
3

an unscononical procedure in o soclety based on o slave economy.

Soune of the captives taken in war becmse "state owned" slaves, but
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the mgjority‘of them were the personal property of those who had
captured them in.battle,or who purchased them from the captors.

| In the Far East, barbaric methods of conducting warfare and
handling prisoners have persisted, in some instances, to the present
day. The custom of.taking the heads of enemy soldiers as trophies L

wes practiced in China and Japan until late in the nineteenth century.

The Japanese held the opinion that a soldier who surrendered was

-dishonored and deserving of death, e traditional idea which was

maintained in all strictness in Japanese military regulations pub-
lished as late as January 1942. Enemies captured by the Chinese
were often induced to divulge combat informzation by means of bribes,

threats, or tortures. While a lack of respect for the lives of

prisoners has characterized the behavior of most Aslatic peoples,

there have been notuble exceptions. The Ayrans of India believed

in giving quarter to a defeated enemy who asked for mercy, and Sun Tzu,
a Chinese general of about 500 B.C., taught that prisoners should be

treated kindly. The latter's motivations for such conduct, however,

were based on. practical ratler than humanitarian considerations.

The early Greeks were little different from other primitive
tribes in/their treatment of pfisoners, but as their civilization
progressed il became a guneral practice'not to refuse quarter to
other Greeks who surrendered in battle. They also made a practice

8

of rangoming important or wealtly prisoners. 4s a rule, however,
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thes? huﬁanitarian principles applied only to those of their own
’_racé;'eQen Plafo cohsidered berbarians outside the pale of civilized
pbligétioné. Gfeek civilization at its height was;based 6n a slave
economy, and this, as in othe% éérly civilizalions,~served to tem-~
porize the harshnessAWhich pfisbners were made to suffer in the
hands of earlier Grecks.

The early Romans were us barbaric as other primitive peoples
in regard to §risoneré, but as their civilization developed their
practices became less harsh orn the whole than those of the Greeks.
‘The latter were shut off fromdimperial expansion which led factiong
of them to attempt assertions of supremacy frequently involving
mutual slaughter. By the time the Koman Eﬁpire had been consolidated
under Emperor Augustus at the bcginning of the Christian era, the
imperlelistic policy of the Romans had resulted in a considerable
advance in the treatment of‘prisoners with only those who had borne
arus agaiﬁsf Rome being made captives.lo As an. iuperiaiistic power,
it was in Rome's interests to pobulate, not depopulate, her "colonies,™
and for the first time a real distinction began to 'be made between
gombatants and noa—combatan%sf At home the enslavement of captives
took precedence over other methods of treating prisonefs. Many in-
stances are reported of éﬁrrender terms which included cartel agree-
‘ments concerning ranéom rates for various classes of prisoners or

: 11
of claves being made free men or Homan soldiers.  Thus, econonmic
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self-interest again served to improve the lot of captives. There
were na.ly sxceptiorns, hoﬁevé;, to Roman temperance in the treatment
of prisoners, and no sort of barbaric cruélty wss overlooked when
the Romans were bent on revenge or determined to crush‘resistance.

Eventually, Roman law stepped between master and slave, and
the killing of the latter without reason was forbidden. In the
latter days of the Empire, after armies begen to consist cf feudal
levies, there was a tendency to cousider prisoners of war as cap-
tives of the ‘state rather than of the iﬁdi&iduais who cagtured them.
It was to be more than a thouéand years; howgver, before this concept
was to become clearly defined and accepted.lé

As Europe passed through the‘Dark Ages, there was no major
change in the attitude toward captives. Few distinctions were‘made
between combatants and non—combatanté; bfﬁtal treatment was the rule;
and prisoners had no légél rights.l3 The body of wanners, customs,
and rules known as Chivalfy which wes developed by the knighis of the
Lark and Middle Ages'rcpreséhted a de%iﬁité step forward in humani-
tarianism; certain principles of the‘éode are still venerated,
exercising an important influence on the conduct of present day
warfare. The European knights, howéver, honored this cocfe only
among themselves, and those who participated in the Crusades against
the "infidels" of the Near East or the horetics of southern France

vere notorious for the wholesale massacres and other atrocities which
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they perpetrated.

The Christians of the Dark and siddle Ages excluced infidels
- and heretics from such Lumaniiarian benefits as werc tendered to
fellow Christians just as the Greeks and Romans had excluded bar-
burians from.treatment accordéd captives of their own races.
Victorious belligerents, however, persisted in the practice of en-
slaving captives whcther or not they were Christian. A cenon of
the Third Lateraﬁ Council, orcercd by Pope alexander III in 1179,
stated that it was unlawful to sell Christizn prisoners or keep
thien as sl&ves.l5 The inctitution of slavery, however, was so
firnly entrenched in the sccial and economic life:of the times that
the admonition of,this Council had little imwediate effect, and the
enslavement of Christian captives continued into the seventeenth
century. The medieval Chﬁrch was completely intolerant of heathens
end heretics, and under the Theodosisn code (438 A. D.) hLeretics
could be fined, exiled, tortureg, or xilled, and slaves might be
beaten into the orthodox faith.lé The end of the Dark ages was
characterized by the Holy Inquisition, an insiituticn crfdited with
some of the most unspeakable atrocities in all history.l/ These
uxcessos of religious zeal with thelr perversion of the “rue principles
of Uhristienity had a deterring rather thon a stimulating effect on

the development of humanitarian concepts and, in turn, retardcd
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humenitarian advences in attitudes toward prisoners of war.

The Mussulmen, for whose conversion the Christluns alter-
nately prayed and fought, set an example in the treatment of
prisoners which Christiane were slow to follow. 43 early as
805 &, D., the famous Khalif known as Haruoun al Raschid concluded
an agreement with another sovereign under which priscuers of war

18
could be exchanged or rausomed.

The period of the Renaissance and the Reformatiocn wiltnesssd

‘e ‘great variety of practices in regard td. prisoners of war. An:

Ead

snereased use of mercenary troope resulted in a limited type of

¢ yarfare which was at times almost blcodless and in which the

“taking of prisoners was only a part of what in =ome ways amounted

to a friendly game between gentlemen. At the other extreme there
were bloody massacres sucht as that which took place after the Battle
of Agincourt in 1415 and the terrible atrocities committed during
the religious wars. The last of these, the so-called Thirty Years!

: 19
War, reduced the population of some parts of Germeny by half.

The enslavement of such:captives as were not killed wes still

general practice in England and Furope throughout the last part of

the Middle Ages. A priscner of war was considered the absolute

property of his captor, and his lot was considerably worse than

<0
that of an eighteenth century plentation slave in Anerica. The

practice of ransoming prisoners came HOre and more iuto geunerzl uce

IRTP)
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as the Middle Ages came to a close. Ransoming, in fact, became
g0 common that it was graduélly systematized, and a scale of prices
for various classcs of prisoners became more or less fixed by custom.21
Gradually the idea that all prisoners belonged to the sovereign
replaced the old concept of individual ownership. During the
seventeenth century, captives began to be fanéomed at prices fixed
by cartels at the beginning of a war or during its continuance.
The last éartel of this nature seems to have been that between
England and France in 1_780.22 Exchange and parole slowly replaced
the ransoming of captives; but combinations of exchange and ransom
were practiced as lase as the nineteenth century. For instance,
the United States and Tripoli concluded a treaty in 1805 in which.
the two coﬁntries agreed that prisoners shoﬁld not be made slaves
but exchanged rank for rank, and a monetary value fgr each rank was
established in case of a deficiency on either side.‘!~3
Some attempts were made to codify the conduct of hostiliiies
during thé late Middle #ges which presaged the later adoption of
elaborate codes by the militery establishments of various nations.24
In actual practice, very few ﬁoral or legal inhibitions restricted
belligerents in their conduct of hoétilities throughout the Dark and
Middle hges. Enslavement of prisoners, massacres, and atrocities of

all kinds were accepted as natural manifestations of war. From time

to time, however, strong-minded individuals made their appearance
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who did not accept current practices as right and who dared to
volee humanitarian ideols concerning the cenduct of warfare.
With ths breskdomn of feudelism and the origiu of nationalien,
more and more thinkers attempted to analyze the phenouenon of wa
in the light of new relationships which were being established
between individuals, between states, and between individuals and
the state. New patterns of thought were tronglated into new
practices and beceme the beginaings of international law on the
“subject of war.

By the end of the sixtesenth century a considerable body of
litéréture had been written about the problem of regularizing war.
Writers speculated and philesophized on the objectives of war and

. <5
on the means which could rightfully be vsed to achieve such ends.
Hearly a;l of these writers were concerned with the plight cf prisoners
of war and urged that more humanitarian nethods be adopted in dealing
with them.

Oue of the first systematlc writers on international law was

Vistoria whose works, De Bello and De Jure Bello published in about

1550, wére written in an attempt to evaludﬁe the legality of warlike
acts. He obscrved thaet it was 1llegal to do harmful acts not nesessary
to the attainment of the miiitary objéctives of the war and that 1t
Cwas 1llegal to injure non-combatants except where there was no other

26
way to win.
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‘It has become customary for writers on international law
to divide historical periodg by Hugo Grotius (1583-1645). This
Duteh scholar is generally acclaimed as "the father of international

law," and his great work, De Jure Belli ac Pacis published in 1625,

was the first text-book to have g profound influence ou the practices
of sovereigns and statesmen. Grotius was the first to appeal to the
law of nature as a nmoderating influence on the conduct of hostilities.
According to Sém, law had its sources‘in the nature of man as a
.social being. As a jurist, Grotius recognized the force of pre-
vailling practice in determining the rules of warfare, and he regarded
}most‘of the current practices, including the enslavemént of captives,
-as justified in law and ethics, provided the war was waged for a
"just" cause. Though he recognized the right of enslavement, Grotius

‘ 28 '
advocated exchange and ransom instead.

Under the ﬁerms of the Treaty of Wentphalia {(which concluded
the Thirty Years' War in 1648), prisoners were released without
ransom 2t the close of the war. This action marked the end of ahy
extensive enslavement of captives. In the Succeeding century, ex-
change and parcle largely replaced ransom during the course of
hostilities, ahd release without ransom at the end of a war Dbecame

29

general practice. A declaration of war came to be regarded as

obligatory, military occupation was modified by restraining rules,
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limits were placed on ravaging, the 1ot of non-combatents improved,
, 30
and strocities bécame less frequent.

Growing coencepts of hunenitarianisn brought about continued
improvement in conditions of prisoncrship and in the tre”*ﬁent of
the sick, wounded, and ﬁelpless in time of war. Beginning more or
less with the time of Grotius, it became comron practicé for nations
to conclude bilateral treaties which, in part, stipulated the treat—
ment which would be accorded persons and property in time of war,
inclﬁdiné the d18posal of ships and crews captured on the high seas.
Between 1581 and 1864 at least 291 internmational agreemeuts were
concluded which were d631"ned to afford the maximum protection of
human life compatible with é state of war. bmhlg tronu culminated

. in. the great mulbilateral treaties of the late nineteenth enid early
32
twentleth centuries.

Thb rev1v1l of learning, wides preuw 1i racy, and the printing

press made 1t po”“lble for abstract thinkers like Grotius to have a
Cdirect part in bringiﬁg about changés in actual practices of war
iﬁcluding the treatment 6f prisoneré, Masses of men read and re-
spended fave ably to humanitarian ideas whloh, in turn, caused them
to nodify their conduct on the field of battle. While it is dm-
possible to meke a precise evaluation of the pa“t these writer-thinksys
played in ameliorating the lot of prisoners, there 1s no doubt that

their role wag a major cone. A great many writers made contributions

L ™ T VR
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to the cause of humanlsm after Grotlus, but only a very few of

the moet 1nfluent1ul th]hkelu and thalr 1deas car be mentloned here.

| Puffendorf (1632—1697), Leibnitz (1646—1716), Bynkershoek
(1673~ 1743), and de Wolff (1679 1754) mede important contributious

to thought in thp new fleld of 1nternatlonal law. While differing

in thelr approach to the suchct and in their emphu51s on the

. eth;cal delS of law, they all based their findings, as had Grotlug,
on a study of the actual practlces of men and nations frow which

they attempted to generalize and systematize prineiples of inter-
national law.33

~ Three writers of the elghteenth century,vCharles de Montesquieu

_(}639—1755); Jean Jacques Rousseau (17i2~l788), and Emeric de Vattel
(1714f1767),<@re chiefly reSponsible'for the modérn view of the
_proper treatment of prisoners. Montesquieu and Rousseau were French
‘political philosophers whose ideas inspired men with a new sense of
 the dignity of the individual. They attempted to apply‘the principles
Qf natural law and reason in determining the rights and dutles of

the individusl men in his relatious with other men ana with the state.
They argued that individuals engaged in a war are enchiles only acci-
dentally'since war is e relation between states, not between men, and
‘that‘the right ﬁolkill exlsts only so long as defenders are bearing
arns. According to Rousseau, when soldiers surrender, they cease

to be enemies or instruments of the enemy state and merely become
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men whose life no ouc has any right to take since "war give no
. ' 34
right which is not necessary to the &Dlﬁlbg of its object." To
toth thinkers enslevement was the same as taking a captive's 1ife;
therefore, enslevement was unlswful. According to Montesquieu, "war
gives no other right over prisoners thar to disable them from doing
_ ‘ 35 :

any further harm, by securing their persons." Vattel, the Swiss
diplomat and jurist, was a popular writer whese work gave currency
to enlightened theories of the time. He agreed with Roussesu that
the aims of war restricted a belligerent to actions necessary to
: 36

attain those aims, all else belng condemncd as unlawful,
In expounding these views, Montesquieu, Rousseau, and Vattel
virtually completed the thecretical foundation for the modern view
on the subject of prisoners of war. Priscners of the eighteenth
century slowly began to benefit from mutually co-operative forces
which were at work in their favor. As the ideas of hupanism began
to exert thelv 1nf1uenne, a correspoxm_m'y modificetion or pracLLCeg
in rega”d to prisoners took place, and as praCulLe° became more
“humane, men and naticns were preparud to accept more idealistic
rules governing the treatment of prisoners. The eig ntecnth centurv
writings of thesc thiree writers give evidence of rules and practices
which were unheard of in the time of Grotius; the ninetecuth century

,bQCame a period of steady progress. The principles of humanity as

expres“ﬂd by Rousseau are by this time so firmly established that
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present day authorities seldom try to justify rules relating to
. 37 N

prisoners of war on a tueoretical basis.

One of the first formal agroements between nations not at

war concerning the treatment of prisoners was incorporated in the

Treaty of Peace and Amity between the United States and Prussia

‘which gas cbncluded in 1785 and reaffirmed in another treaty of
l799.3 The two powers agreed that, in the event of war, prisoners
would be held under healthful conditions and would be furnished
barracks and rations equivalent to those furnished the troops of
‘the captor powér, There were a»number of other enlightened pro-
visions in this treaty including a statement tovthe effeet that

war could not annul the agreements concerning prisoners gince &
state of war was precisely that for which such agreements were
provided.

The cloge of the eighteenth century saw at least one wther
enlightened step in fuvor of prisoners. In 1799 the French National
hssembly, still under the spell of ideais of the Revolution, Jecreed
that prisoners of war were under the safeguard of the nation and the
protection of its laws. Prisoners were to be placed on the same
footing as the troops of’the captor power so far as rationé and
quarters were goncerned.jg

The French decree and the Prussia*Uniteddstdtes treaty were,

in many ways, ahead of their time, and general principles governing
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the treatment of priscners during this period were nebulously
defined and unevenly applied. Napoleon, for instance, largely
ignored the Frenelr decree and his general policy way one of
cruelty;‘yet there were many casgses of the humane treatment of

40
priscuers during the Napoleonic warsg. In géneral, however,

prisoners continued to benefit from slowly improving practices
during the first part of the uineteenth century. An increasing
number of Buropean powers adopted regulations for their armies to
follow in dealing with priscners of war.

Probably the firet comprehensive codificetion of international
law éublished by a govermment for use by its cwn armies was the so-
called Lieber Code adopted by the Union Arpy and accepted in principle
by the Confederacy during the American Civil War. Framed by Frencis
Lieber (1800—1872), the famous Prussion-born american publicist,
this code was incorporated in a War Department general crder in

41
1863. These instructions were imitated by & number of Eurcpean
powers, and the many troaties, conventions, and national regulations
relating to prisoner: whicl have been frameé since 1863 have done
little more than elaborate on the basic prineiples enunciated by
Lieber. This code made careful distinctions as to personuel who
were entitled to treatment as prisoners of war and, in much detail,

preseribed humane behavior on the part of captors. Of special
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interest .to this study are the instructions (Article 80) re-
garding interrogation of prisoners:
Honorable men, when captured, will ebstain from

giving to the enemy information concerning their own

army, and the modern law of war permits no longer the

use of any violence agaiuest prisoners, in order to

extort the desired information, or to punish them for

having given false information.

Following the appearance of the Lieber Code, practically all
of the major powers issued rules of war for the guidance of their
own military establishments. These have consisted of slightly
varying interpretations of existing international law and have
usually included by reference the various treaties, couventious,

: 42
or agresments to which each specific nation was signatory.

In 1863, the same yeer the Lieber Code was adopted in America,
o committee of five citizens of Geneva gave first impulse to a
movement which culminated in the Red Cross. The first accomplishment
of the comaittee was the framing of a convention for the protection
of sick anu wounded in time of war which was agreed upon by twelve

T 4D
powers at Geneva in 1864. The prirciple that a combatant dis-
armed by wounds or sickness is simply a human being in need of Lelp
was thus formalized in an international convention. The next step
o a

was to apply‘this prihciple iouﬁrisoners° The Red Cross, by its

demonstrated impartiality, strict neutrality, and usefulness,
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gradually Won‘the coufidence of the various nations and by 1870
was able, UHOfiICldlly, to extend aid to prisoners by opening

an information bureau on prisocners of war. In the international
conferences of 1902, 19079 and 912 the Red Cross won v*ciorles
in securing the right to eytenu ‘relief work to able- bodled
prigoners and was tacitly recognized as a quasi-official agency
to act as an intermediary in this work.

- The growth of the Red Cross was merely one aspect of the
humanitarian tendeD01es of the latter half of the nlneteenth cen—
tury. An increasing number of international meetings weré‘held
in attempts to agree on rules of land warfare. The Ruésian
Government called a conference in 1863 which resulted in the
Declaration of St. Petersburg. In 1874, an a)soc1atlon in Pdrlo
framed a code of 146 articles based largely on the Lieber Code.
The Russian Government drafted a similar code which was subhitted
to the Brussels Convention later that year. Another code of the
pame patule was - framed by the Institute de Droit Internat 1on51 at
‘Oxforu in 1880. DMNone of the latter thres coﬁ-ﬂ wa.s ratifiedlby
any powor, but they had much influence upon subsequent convéntions
and municipal legislation. A number of the articles from thess

codes found their way eventually into the Geneva Convention of

Ly

o ewerzr.. SECRET
Approved For Release 200275@/10 CIA-RDP65-00756R000400030001-4



Approved For Release 2002/61A(C: EIE-’RDPGS-OO?SGR%O@M?@T

While leaving much to be desired, the conditions under which
prisoners were taken and held continued to improve. The march of
humanism duging the nineteenth century reached its clima# ﬁith ﬁhe
conventions concluded at the Hague in 1899. Tsar Nicholas of Rﬁssia
took the initiative in calling together delegates from twenty-five
powars who concluded three conventions and issued one declaration.45
The third of these conventions, dealing with the laws ahd customs
of war on land; made specific provisions for the humane treatment
of prisoners for the first time in a multipartite treaty. These
provisions were cont;ined in seventeen broadly conceived and
vague™y worded articles which were based largely on the Brﬁssels
Convengion and which embraced most of the principles of the Lieber
Code.4 Interrogation of prisoners was disposed of in ono short
article: "Every prisoner of war, if questioned, is bound‘to declare
his true name and rank, and if he disregards this rule, he is ;iable
to a curtailment of the advantages accorded to the prisoners of war
of his class."47

The inadequacy of the 1899 conveutioné became epparsent in
disputes and wars which took place at the turn of the centurfn Ih
1906, a new "Red Cross" Convention was framed and adopted by thirty-
seven nations at Geneva. This convention extended and clarified
the 1864 ngeva Convention and was'included by refereince in the

48
Hague Convention No. IV a year later.
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Delegates from more thau forty powers met at the Hague

on June 15, 1907, and on October 18th signed thirteen separate

' 49
conventions, one declaration, and one final act. The various
conventicns of 1907 improved, extended, and clarified the 1899
conventions regarding the settlement of international disputes
and the conduct of hostilities. As for prisoners of war, the
seventeen articles of the 1899 Convention were included, unchanged,

50

in the Hague Convention No. IV of 1907.

Both the 1899 and 1907 conventions had a serious defect in
that the agreed upon rules of warfare did not apply except between
- contracting powers, and then only if all the belligerents engaged

51
in a war were parties to the convention. Entry of the non-
ratifying states of Montenegro and Serbia into World War I ren-
dered the Hague and Geneva Conventions legally inoperative among
the ratifying belligerents. Despite the legal aspect of the
T . i - ,:‘ -
situation, most of the belligerents considered the conventions
as declaratory of international law and, as such, binding
52
instruments.
The large number of prisoners taken during World War I
: T . .
created unforseen difficulties for all belligereuts when they
-
attempted to abide by the vaguely worded rules of the Hague

Convention. Viclations of accepted rules occurred from time to

time, and accusations of inhumane treatment from both sides led

~38- _
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to a revival of the practice of reprisals. The International
Committee of the Red Cross was able to adjust many of these
difficulties and did much to maintoin respect for international
53 ,

law in regard to prisoners. A1l belligerents created bureaus
of information concerning prisoners of war and, on the whole,
adhered fairly sutisfactorily to the provisions of the Hague

54
Convention No, IV,

The non-binding aspect of the Hague Conventions, in addition
to their inadeguacy in provranp for contingencies arising durlng
“the war, led to a new development: treaties concerning the rules
of warfare were concluded between enemy states in time of wa
Various belligerents entered into such agreements through inter-
mediary rchEGCHtLuL powers in order to reach understandings on

55
specific pcints not covered by the conventions.

The inadequacies of existing codes had been amply demon-
strated during World War I, and there was keen international
interest in suggestions concerning a new convention proposed by
the Internatlonal Committee of the Red Cross at the Tenth Inter-

56
national Conference in 1921. In the same year, & new draft
convention concerning the rules of warfare wasg adoptod by the
International Law Association in its jOth Conference at the Hague,

but the draft convention prepersd by the Red Cross Committee,

which had been approved by the Eleventh Conference of that
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organigg?@@n_iﬁ 1923,vwaé t@@4décument upon which world interest
cenﬁeredﬁ:jt.Thiaiﬁext was sgubmitted to the Swiss Governnent
whichtyndg?pqok.tha regpousibility of caliing together an inter-—
national conference to consider the frﬁmiﬁg of a ncw convention
reger }gg'the treatment of prisoners of war. The resulting
treaty, the Geneva Conventicn of 1929, will bé'discussed in the
next chap.er.

- Pesnite the humanistic advances which have taken place in
t@o‘past few centuries, nations have coﬁﬁiJued tc use war as an
instrument, of international pqlitics.':The advances, however, are
witness to.the existence and growth of a moral consclence which

is repalled‘by:the}i&ea of unrestricted violence. In sume respects,
World Var II was a period of regréésioh so far as humanism was
concerned., It was‘a "total war," and distinctions between con-
bat&nt§jand non-combatants became,l§és;mgrked as weapons such

as the gifplane and gulded missiles made possible attacks on the
industrial.centers of an egnemy. It wes an ideglécical war with

a tendéﬁgy on the part of certain belligersmts t@ revert to the

cld ides that membgrs of other sccial'gfoups wersz outside the pale
of "civilized" obligations. It was a war which saw a considerable
revival of the practice of eﬁgl@ving captives in both Germany and

the Soviet Union, and the latter was reluctant to release prisoners
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at the close of hostilitics.  Wholesale violations of the
accepted codes by one or mere powers, however, cannot invali-
date completely the progress that has been made in the humanizing

of warfare.
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CHAPTER -IV -
THE GENEVA (PRISONERS OF WAR)

CONVENTION OF 1929

A. Summary of Certain Protective Provisions of the Convention

Farly in 1925, Switzerland circulated a note dsking whether
the various governments would be reedy to take part in a conference
for the revision of the Geneva Convention of 1906 end whether they
Wpuld be willing in principle to join in the framing of o code for
rrisoners of war. Repliuvs tc thisc note were, on the whole; favor-
able. On 1 July 1929 delegates fram forty-seven nations met in
Geneva to act upen two conventions which had been framed by the
Internaticnal Committee of the Red Cross. The convention con-
cerning treatment of prisoners of war was signed twenty-nine days
later;.this code made rather than declared international law eince,
wnlike the Hague Convention, it was to remain effective between
ratifying states regardless of participation in a conflict by a

5 :
non-ratifying state. The other convention entitled The
Amelioration of the Condition of Wounded and Sick of Armies in
the Field enlarged and extended the scope of the Geneva Convention
3
of 1906.
Thé convention concerning prisocuers of war consisted of

ninety-seven articles listed under eight titles: I. Genercl
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Provisicnas, I1. Capture,'Iiiu Captivity, IV. Termination of
Captivity, V. Leatu of Pr&sonerg of Nar, VI. Bureaus of Relief
and Informaticn Coqcerumb Prlouneis of War, VII. Application
of the Conventlon to Certain Clagses of Civiliane, VIII. Execu-
tion of the Convention; | : | h

Thé provisioné of the Geneva Conveution applied to all persone
captured by the enoﬁy>who were mentioned in the regulations annexed
to the Hague Convention (1907) respecting the laws and customs of
war on land (Title T, hrticles 1-4). In these regulations, toe
laws, r*ghts, andlauties of war applied not only to armies but
also to militia and volunteer corps fulillllng the following con-
ditious:

1. Commanded by a person responsible for his subordinates;

" 2. Having a fixed distinctive emblem recognizable at a
distance; :

Carrying arms openly; and

w

4. Conducting operatiocns in accordance with the laws and
customs of war

Inhabitants of a territory, as yet uncccupied, who spontaneously
tock up arms to reglst the 1nvad1n& troops (levy en masse) and who
haL not had time to organlze thenselves into an "army" were to be
regarded as belligerents coming under the w»roilection of the con-
vention if they carried arms openly and respected the laws and

customs of war.
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Both combatants»and non—combatants_constituting the armed
forces of & helligerent were, in case of caﬁture, entitled.to.-
the right to be tréated as prisoners of war. The convention
Stipuldted that its provisions would apply "tb all persons be-
longing to the armed forces of belligerent parties céptured by
the enemy in the course of military operations at ses or in the
éir. N Certain-classes‘of civiliahs were, therefore, en-
titled to treatment as prisoners of war. These were defined in
Article 81 as "individuals who follow armed forces without directly
belonging thereto . . . prcvidéd they are in possession of a cer-
tificate from tbe military authcritiés of ihe arméd forces which
they were accompenying."

Artiéles 2; 3, and 4 specified that prisoners were in the
powér of_the government of the‘cdptbr, not of theiindividual or .
corps who had captured them. Prisoners were to be humanely treated
and protected, particularly against acts of violence, insults, and
public curiosity. ‘They had the right to have their person and
henor respected. Women were to be treated with all regard due to
t_,heir‘sex° Prisoners retained their full civil status. The de-
taining power was bound to providé:f;r the maintenance of priscners,
and difference In treatment accorded.them was lawful only when
based on,military renk, state of health, professional qualificationsj
or sex. [inally -~ in a rule which was oné of the most impertant.

innovations of this document -- measures of reprisal against
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priscners of war were forbidden.

The rules regarding information which a prisoner of war
was required to give his captor were clear and unequivocal.
Article 5 of the Geneva Convention is quoted here in its entirety:

Every prisoner of war is bound to give, if he is
questioned on the subject, his true name and rank, or else
his regimental number.

If he infringes this rule, he is liable to have the
adventages given to prisoners of his class curtailed.

No coercion may be used on prisoners to secure in-
formation relative to the condition of their army or country.
Prisoners who refuse to answer may not be threatened, in-
sulted, or exposed to unpleasant or disadvantageous treat-

- ment of any kind whatever.
~ If, because of his physical or mental condition, a

prisoner is unable to identify himself, he shall be turned .

over to the medical corps. '

411 that was attempted in Article 5 was to provide safe~
guards for the personal dignity of a prisoner in his honorable
intention to withhold 1nformatlon of value toc the enemy. It will
be noted that the framers of the convention made no unrealistic
prohibitions regafding interrogation in that captors were left
free to ask as many questicne as they wished. Captives, in turn,
were left free to answer questiéns if they wished, but they were
granted the right to refuse to answer all questions save those
concerning their name and rank or identifying number.

Article 6 was concerned with the disposal of & prisoner's

immediate personal possessions. Military papers, arms, and other

military equipment discovered on or with a prisoner -- articles
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which are often of infdrmational value to a cuptor -- could be
configcated. Gas masks, metal helmets, identification papers,
inslgnia of rank, decorations, objects of value, and effects
of personal use were to remain in the rossession of the priséner.
Morey could be taken from a‘captive only by order of an officer
who was to give a receipt for the amount token. |

The scope of this study does not permit a detailed dis-
cussion of other provisions of the Geneva Con&ention. Generally
speaking, they consisted of ruleé implementing'and defininghtb
general provisions of the secon&, thifd, and fourth articles.
Prisoners were to be subject tov the laws, regﬁi&tions, snd orders
in force iﬁ armies of the detaining power and, as such, were
liable to disciplinary punishment for acts of insubordination
and disobedience. Safeguards were provided, however, to protect
prisoners from unjust or exccssive punishments (Articles 45
ﬁhrough 67). As for vepatriation, it was stated in Article 75
that "repatriation of prisoners shall be effected with the least
possible‘delay after the conclusion of peace.”

The Soviet Union was not signatory to the Geneva Convention
and was noﬁ, therefore, legally bound to observe its provisions.
As hes been noted, the force of international law is lorgely .

derived from consent, and an overwhelming majority of world powers

assented to the Geneva Convention of 1929. Its provisions,

¢ Ty T
L

]
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ccusequently, represent o standerd of humanc conduct against
whick the treatiment ziocorded to prisoners of war by any nation,
Including the Soviet Union, might be evaluated.

B, Status of the Ma]or Powers in Rel&tion to _the Geneva
- Convention Durins World War IT

Attendlng the dlplomatlc conference at ueneva in 1929

were lelegates Irom forty—seVLn poweru. A;l_aelegates_signe@
tha docunent, bub not all of the tates whlch they represented. )
depogltcd offlcial 1nstruments of rablflcatlon w1th thc Sw1ss

bbderal Coun01] as rpqulred by the conventlon _ tates faLling

to comply w1th thlb requlrement ceuld not be cons 1dexeu as partfwb

- to the agrbembnt or bound te obey the rul =xcept 1nsqi&r as

"

those rules were reuognlaeﬂ as declxratory l¢w & number of spates-
hav1ng no delegate° at the conierence %ubbequcntly gave_writtan
nutlce of thelr adhere&ce to the conventlon, which procedqre_aupqw
matlcally made thtm partles to thie agruemcnt The thirty—five
states Whlch Had eluher ratlfled the conventlgn or qnnquued adn

Lcrence as of 7 Decpmber 1941 weres

Belgium france Poland

" Bragil ' Germany Portugal
. +Bolivia "~ Great Britein Rumania
Bulgarie o Greece Spain
Canada : Hungary Sweden
" Chile : India . Switzerland
Chine Ttaly ) Thailand
Columbia © Latvia Turkey
~ Czechoslovakis Mexico Union of South Africa
Denmark Netherlands United States
Egypt New Zealand Yugoslavia 4
Estonia Norway
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Durlng the war, six ¢ Qultlonum nationg announced thelr
adherence tb‘the convention: Aden, Australi&,~3urma, ¥1 Salvadore,
Irag, Lithuanie. It will be noted that twe of the major belli-
gerents, Japan and Ruggia, arc ws1rg from the 1ist of rdtlfylng
or adheriﬁéﬁﬁations. |

Jupén sént delegapes to CGeneva in 1929 but nayer formally
ratified tﬁe convention. lmm*u1<te*y after Japan 8 dﬂciaratlon
of war agalnst thc United Stutps and Great B”ltaln, tbe Int
nat"onal Commlttce of the red GrObS 1DVLted the ibree govcrnrcptL
to make use of tFe nntral Prlsonerb o10 War dgany at GLPLV& and

urged them to deC1aré themselves willing to )1y de quuO the

,n

as a

w

provi ions of the 1929 COnventlon esol+e Tapan'c statu
5

-

non-ratifying state. The United States immediately sent a

favorable rprly, but Jupan hpbltdtuu for two moqth;; meanmhl
éfOClHé to comminicate desired 1nformatlon rcncernlna prlsongrs
to Cencva and anwcun01ng tze onedlng of snyln;ormabﬂon Off’CF for

prisoners in Lokyo. Flnally, quy in Februqry 1944 uftﬁr IOuduth
requests, the International Committee received the following state-

ment through the Japanese Legation at Berne:

Since the Japanese Govarnment hag not ratified the
Convention relative to the treatment of prisoners of war,
signed at Geneva on July 27, 1929, it is therefore not
bound by the said Convention. Nevertheless, in so far as
possible, it 1ntelds to apply this Convention mutatis mmtardis,
to all pris joners of war who may fall into its hands; at the
game time t&Klﬁg into consideration the customs of each n@fLon

and each race in respect of beang and clothing of prisoners.”
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The Legation's wolu wliied thet Japan had notified the
United States, the various states of the British Commonwealth,
and Netherlands cf her intentious in regard to prisoners. As
for application of the couvention to civilian internees, the
Japanese, on 14 February 1942, made a similar statement, "on
conditidn that the belligerent States do not subject [Eépanese
internee§7 against their will to manual labor.“7

In its Wbrld War II Report, the Red Cross states that
negofiations with Japan "succeeded in principle, but the result
proved unsatisfactory in practice."  The Red Cross experienced

- great difficuity in securing co-operation from the Japauese
Government on mat£ers relating to prisoners, and ity repre-
sentatives were regarded with suspicion aﬁd‘hampered’in their

“work at eVery turn.9 Evidence introduced in the Japanese War
Crimes Trials after the war indicates tliat the military leaders
of Japan consciously sznd deliberately ignored the Geneva Convention,
particularly inm regard to labor which prisoners were required to
perform; though the Japanese never formally denounced the conventiun.lU

" The Soviet Unicn was amoug the powers invited by the Swiss
Government to send delegates to the Diplomatic Conference at
Geneva in 1929. Despite this invitation, the Soviets did not
send représentatives to Geneva, had no part in the framing of tne

document, and at no time anncunced adherence to the convention
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SR 11 :
© ' regarding prisoners of war. (Both Russia and Japan had

TN

“announced adherence to the "Wounded and Sick" Convention of

1929 prior to World War II.)

Y:i

thn,ﬁer‘any and her allies lnvadcd Ruasxa on 22 June 1941,

the Ihuerndvlonal,conmlttoe of tne Rud bross, accordlng to its

.

custom, immedie to*y notified all belligerents thet it placed

itself at their disposal to car;y out luS traditional petivities

and 1nv1ted them to meke use of the Prlso1ers of War Information

Ageney'at Geneva., A few deys later the committes received a

t

telegran from M0+ot0v, Peoples’ Comwnissar for Foreign Affairs,

indicating that the USSR would exchange irformation sbout |
_ . - v o 1z
priséners provided that the other belligerents did the ecame.

Other faveorsble exchanvms of ccmmunvcatlons gave ris2.to the
hope that Ru581a would adopt an attitude similar to that of all
other countxles renardlhb }Tlﬁoﬂﬂrs of War.

In July 1941, the Ttalien Government requested, through

[

the Red Cross, a gtktemewt from the USSR concerning the latter's

attitudeﬁtoward a IbC1n“ocal appllcat:on of the 1929 convention.
In TLSpﬁPSe the Comnlttuo rocnlved a telecram, dated 8 August 1941
‘ ﬂ< "'v: i

and ML gned by Vy hil ski, A5515f1nt Peoples! Commissar for Fereign
CAffairs, s atlng *hﬂt Rusgials pqllnv regarding the troatment of

'

_ - o
prisoners would be as £ Wlows:

T en e e "3 &T}“"
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.. . The Soviet Government has already notified
. . . the Swedish Government, representing Soviet in-
terests in Germany; that the Soviet Union considered
binding upon itself the Rules of Var which are set out
in the IVth Convention of the Hague of October 18, 1907
concerning the laws and customs of war on land, subject
to the obligatory condition that the above rules be ob-
served during the war by Germany and her Allies. The
Soviet Government agrees to the exchange of particulars
about prisoners of war, wounded and sick, in the order
provided for under Article 14 of the Annex to the above
Convention, and under Article 4 of the Geneva Convention
of 1929 for the relief of wounded and sick of armies in
the field. Regarding your communication concerning the
proposal . . . to apply the other articles of the Geneva
Convention of 1929, . . . the Soviet Government draws
your attention to the fact that all the main questions
of the regime of captivity are entirely covered by the
above mentioned Annex to the Hague Convention.

On the assumption that the Soviet Governﬁent would observe
the established customs and usages, despite the vague wording
of parts of the Hague Convention, the Red Cross proceeded to set
up the administrative machinery whereby prisoner lists could be
exchanged ahd meil and parcels be sent to prisoners held in the
Soviet Union. On August 20th, the Germans submitted a list of
300 ﬁémes of Soviet prisoners held in Germeny, but the Soviets
failed to recipr;cate; this first list was also to be the last.
Despite repeated promises to co~operate, the Russians never sub-
nitted prisénef‘liéts. Neither were Soviet-held prisoners per-
mitted to exchangé carréSpondence except in scattered instances
and then not in a ﬁanner considered by German authorities as

14

justifying reciprocal aCtioﬁ.
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Ou the basis of repeated offers of co-operation from
Germapy and other enemies cf Russiz, the International Committee
continved its effurts to contuct Soviet authorities. Reports
of these attempts to ueal with the Soviets, however, almcst
always erdeu with antl—c imactic negatives: "There was no reply,"

15
or "The Committee never received any answer.™

After August 1944, the Red Cross made no further attempt

to secure Soviet co-operation. Because of Russia's attitude
3

-.Germany refused to apply the Geneve Convention iniregard to

Soviet prisoners, Consequently, all prisoners held by Russia

and all Soviet prisoners held by Germany failed to benefit from

supplles of relief goods which were made available from time to

~ time by other powers. WMail was not exchenged, and Red Cross.

representatives were not permitted to visit prisoner of war
camps in Russia or‘camps for Soviet prisoners in Germany.

In the first conference between‘President RQOSevelt and
Forelgn Commissar Molotov which took place at the Whitekﬂouse
in May 1942, the President expressed a hope that arrangenents
might be'ﬁade to exchange lists of names of prisoners of war.
Molotov, having alféady stated that the Germans had been brﬁtally
inhpmane in their treatmey@ of Soviet prisoners; "replied with
emphasis that his gpvernmegﬁywas not disposed to negotiate any

arrangement. with the Germans which would give the latter the

/

N
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slightest pretext for claiming that they (the Germans) were
16 ' '

observing any rules whatever.” Mr. Harry Hopkin's notes on

the same interview throw further light on difficulties exberienced
wheni attempting to deal with the Soviets on matters reléting to
prisoners:

The State Department obviously wants Russia either
to sign or adhere to the Geneva Convention of 1929 rela-
tive to the care and treatment of prisoners of war. This
ngreement requices that the adhering countries permit a
neutral body . . . to inspect the prison camps. You don't
have to know very much about Russia, or for that matter
Germany, to know there jen't a snowball's chance in hell
for either Russia or Germany to permit the International
Red Cross really to inspect any prison camps. Molotov's
final answer to that: "Why should we give the Germans
the diplomatic advantage of pretending to achere %o in-
ternational law. . . . You can't trust them." Molotov
indicated that it would be a mistake from a propaganda
point of view to give Germany the chance to say that
they were the people who upheld international law. . .

I gather this is going to be a pretty difficult nut
to ¢érack for the State Department.

Thé Staté Depértment never succeeded iﬁ "éracking the‘nut"
referred to by'Hoﬁkins. At ﬁﬁé Eeginning of thé war Séviet
authorities'appafentiy had‘cbnsidéred practicing limiféd ad-
herence to the‘geﬂeral bédy\ofzihternational law concerﬁing
priééners; buf’their sﬁbsequéht policy of'refusing éo maké aﬁy
commitments indicdtes tha£ tﬁeré was a quick‘change of policy
in this respect.

Otﬁer members of the "Big Four," the United States, Great

Britain, and China, were all ratifying stétes of the Geneva
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Convention,of‘l929 and, in general, treated priscners strictly

in accordance with its provisions. The convention was not ob-

~ . sexved in the conflict between China and. “apan because of the

;gtterﬂswstapys a8 a non-ratifying state, but after 1942 the
Chungling Government applied the provisions of the convention
in deallpg with Gcrman and Itallan 1nternee . The lack of
centrallaed authorlty in Chlnd and the immense terrltory 1n—1
‘voLved prevuﬂted an effoctlva qpplication of the rules in many,?
iqgtances. B ,. | |

TL Germany and Italy, the majof Ax1o powera.ln Europe, had
ratlfled the Gvneva Convcntlon and, in general, appl;pd its
prov1plonq wnca Jpalzng w1th prlsonerg of war and internees ex-
cept, of courbe, w1th the Rua&;anu.)_Many allgged violations gréw
out of Gormany'cl rbltrary interpretafion gf,rﬁ;es,regarding thoge
Who were to be treatbd as bona flCP prl oners of wer (for exanple,
memberu oi armed furcestgf uzrecognlaed governmbats such-as Free
Franc; and Poland), and thu forced labor rclfoxmed 1n Germanv by
prluoners was often in Vzolatlon of orderg from the German ‘High
Command Such rulcs wefe in many cases enforceu by the military

19
authorltLes follow1np protests by the Red CIOSu
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CHAPTER V

SOVIET PRACTICES IN THE FIELD
OF INTERNATIONAL LAW

vThe Constitution of the USSR opens with the declafation:
"Since the timerof the formation of the Soviet Republics, the
states of the world have been divided into two camps: the camp
of capitalism and the camp of socialism."l It has been Soviet
Russia's policy to stand alone. Obsessed by the idea of con-
verting the world to Communism, Russia has tried since 1918 to
naintain her position as a "third power," with isolationism an

'underlying principlerf her foreign policy. Even during World
War II when the Soviets were forced into an unnatural alliance
with the western democracies against the Axis, the Russians
persisted in regarding themselves as a state apart which even-

» tually would have to fight her erstwhile allies.2 They made
stringent efforts to prevent their allies from learning any
more than was absolutély necessary about the Soviet Union and
its armed forces while maintaining an elaborate espionage pro-
gram in the céuntries of thelr allies. During and after the war
the Soviets conducted endless interrogations of prisoners of war
who knew anything about.the western democracies in order to

collect all possible types of information -- military, technical,
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economic -~ about those countries. ’

At the beginnirg of the Communist regimé;”fhe Soviets
loudly declared their denunciation of all treaéies inherited
from Tsarism and the Kerensky Govermment. This did not prevent
them from demanding the extecution of such agreements when it

: 3
suited their convenience. Desplte their desire to remain
isqlated, it was nevertvheless necessary for the Soviets to enter
intg ﬁreaties withlpthér states, but in pursuing their policy of
isclationism they showed a marked preference for bi-lateral
treaties and individual agreements rather than multi-lateral
treaties. Entering into treaties and agrecments with capitalis-
tic states on a large scale took place only after a fierce immer
struggle in the Communist Party (1924-25) whict left Stalin in
the ascendancy with his thesis of "socialism in a single country.t
Formerly, the theory that a proletarian state could exist in a
capltalistic environment had been rejected by Soviet theorists
as "uqugrxian and utterly utopian,ﬂ&

Thus‘rationalizing their idedlogical differences with the
"capitalistic" states, the Soviets became increasingly active in
the diplomatic world. The moral‘basis for Soviet conceptions of
international_law, however, are based on the Communist's faith
in the righteousness of the class strugzle, and this faith permits

ro humanitarian or chivalrous limitations. In 1921, Lenin wrote:

' { ; o
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"The object of_the perty is to exploit all and any conflicting
~ interests among the surrounding capitalist groups'and governments
with a view to the disintegration of'capitalism," "Stalin echoed
Leninfs ideas in a speech three years later: "Contradiction, con-
flicts, and wars among the bourgeois states hostile to the prole-
tarian state are the reserves of the revolution."6 The indoctri-
nation program which the Soviets cbnducted in prisoner of war -
camps during and after World War II was a part of their continuing
attempt to foment revolution in other cbuntries and to hasten
"the disintegration of capitalism." |
While Soviet diplomats concluded their pacts with various
countries, the Moscow-directed Third Internstional pursued its
task of fostering revolution in those same countries, although
the latter was kept somewhat in check after 1928 in order to
permit Soviet diplomacy more flexibility in its maneuvers;7
Thus, practical considerations and political necessity led the
Soviets into international agrecments and alliances, but
opportunism has at all tiﬁes outweighed any theories concerning
_moral obligations to fulfill treafies. The Soviets entered into
peaceful relations with other states without relinquishing the
Marxist-Leninist-Stalinist doctrine that the "socialist® state,
which Communists faithfully believe will envelope the earth,

can be established yonly by force and violence, by war and
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revolution, and by savage reprisals against all dissenters,ﬁ;
Tre first de jure recoguitions of the Scviet Government began
in Februg?y 1924 with recognition by Groat Brit&in.9 As esrly
a8 April 1922, the Treaty of Rappallo had been signed with the
Gernan Weimar Republic, a triumph for the Scviet diplomatic corps
and one which enabled them to play on the dissensions between
Germany and her former enemies throughout the next decade. is
Eurcpesn states, hesitatingly, began to acknowledge the Soviet
regime,'a wide network of non-aggression, non-intervention, and
: ;|
neutrality pactes was fabricated by the Soviets with many counhries.*o
Throughout the 1920's and until Hitler had destroyed the Communist
Party in Ge:many'and secured complete control of the Third Reich
in 1934, Communist thought in Russia had clung to the hope that
‘Germany would be the scene of the next Communist revolution, and
it was with difficuliy that Soviet leaders relinquished this
idea. A4fter 1934, a rapid reorientation began and the new dip-
lomatic policy included pacts, particularly with France, designed
.to protect Russia from the growing Nazi menace.ll
Ambng international agreements regarding warfare entered
into by the Soviet Union were the Covenant of the League of Nations,
the Washington treaties of 1922, the Géneva Protocol of 1924, the
Locarno Treaty of 1925, the Briand-Kellogg Pact of 1928, the Hagne

Conventions of 1907 on Hospital Ships and on ihe:Rights and Duties
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of Neutral Powers in Naﬁal ﬁé;féfé,nand the Gereva Conventions
of 1906 and 1929 for the Anieliox:aﬁon of the Condition of the
Wounded and Sick of Armies iﬂ the Field.12

In the summer of 19lé, §efy early iﬁ the Communist regimé,
the Soviet Government passed a decree by which it acceded to all
international Red Cross conventions. Almost &t the same time,
another decfeé was p&ésed By which the government took over the
Russian Society of the Red Cross ana made it an official organi-
Zétion. Article 1 of the latter decree reads: "The Russian
Society of the Red Cross is acting on the basis of the Géneva
Cﬁnvention of 1864 and couventions subsequent thereto."lj The
Soviets professed té attach considerable importance to the work
Af the Red Cross because, &céording to a Communist spokesman,
the mosﬁ valuable human material was found not only among the
soldiers of the USSR but also among the sbldigis_of the enemy.
Sinc§ the latter were mostly proletarians and, therefore,
"eventual allies of the Workefs and Peasants Republic," the
preservation of their lives and health were considered by the
Soviets to be of primary importance.lA

hcceding to treaties of a humanitarian or social nature
and co-operating witli other nations in the preservation of human

life and he&lﬁh has been in striking contrast to the Soviet policy

of refraining from participating in agreements bearing on social
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- provlems having pelitical significance. For Soviet Russia,

uke taking of prisoners has both eccnomic and political impli-

cations -- they can be used vo periorm 1~bor and they ecan be

5t v

lndoctrlpatmd and tauv% Chow to further the Communist missicn
in their native couﬁtries after f 2patr latlon, Tﬁe failure to
accede to the Geneva Convention of 1929 regarding prisoners and
the renuﬁciafion in!ﬁractice of the Hague Convention cf 1907
wcre_ﬁerfectly éonsiéteht ﬁiﬁﬁ Soviet foreign policy regarding
commitmeﬁts of a political ﬁatﬁre.

As noted previcusly in th_u study, the Red Cross dralted

a new code for prisoners of war in 1921 which was forwarded for
comuent and criticism to all states irty to the Red Cross Con-
ventions. The Russian Red GrOou, with official sanﬁthn, pro-
cecded to draft o counter-project which consisted, in the English

ranslation, of less than five hundred words. This proposal was
consarvative in nature, and in no essential respect did it con-
flict with the Hague rules of 1907 or wi+h the Geneva Conventicn
of 1929. There was, however, at least onc noticedble omission
in the countcr -proposal. In the Hague and Geneve documents
’ Cuétomary ulstlnctlons Petween officers and enlisted men were
. recognized, but the uOVlets ignored such distincticns in their

15
document, the term "war priscners" being used exclusively.

SECRTT SECRET

Approved For Release 2002/6%%-0 : CIA-RDP65-00756R000400030001-4

‘vu’



Approved For Release 2002/0H1§ (CIA-RQP65-00756R00H 4TI BN 4

Treaties of peace with the Soviet Union,concluded with
neighboring countries from 1920 to 1924 included many provisions
for the disposition of prisoners. The lack of distinction between
officers and enlisted men is & noticeable aspect of these treaties.

Wars between the infant Soviet Union and her neighbors had beéh
"class" as well.as political conflicts, and in the treaties
numerous provisions were made for the exchange or repatriation
of civilian prisoners and hostages who had been detained for
pelitical or ideological réther than‘military reasous. I1n Oﬁiy
one of the documents, the Hungarian Agreement of July 1921, were
distinctions made between officer and enlisted prisoners.l7

Prior to World War II, the only concrete indications of
the Communist attitude toward prisoners of war were contained in
the Russian Red Cross draft proposal and the few treaties dis—
cussed in the foregoing paragraphs. Upon analyzing these documents,
it would seem that the Soviets agreed with the bourgeois statesmcn
on the principle that war is a relation between states and not be-
tween individuals. This concept is the foundation upon which many.
of the principles concerning humane treatment of prisoners have
been founded. For Communists, howevér, war is always a contest
between classes, and the individuality of the person is always
merged in his class. Since officers in the armies of "ecapitalistic"

states are generally drawn from social classes which the Communists
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consider incorrigibvle enemiss of the pro’etaiia and since the

Russiang hag attempte 1 to igicre cistomury distincti ns between

two decades of the Red Regime, at ieast some ob.ervers during the
1830% s predicted that the Qoviets wouid diseriminate sharply be-
tween officers and enlisted priscners in the event ¢f a mejor

18
cenflict. During World War II, however, the "off;cer class"
of the Red Army ldrgely discarded the "comradely" practicss of
the 1930's and adopted more traditignal relationships between
military commanders and subordinates. Possibly because of this
the Rﬁssians did meke some of the customary distinctions betweon
officers and enlisted men in their treatnent of prisoners during
World War II.

The first interrogations to which priscners of the Red Army
were subjected during World Viar IT were primarily for the purvose
of gaining tactical and strategic information, but even in these
first questionings, Spviet preoccupation with the political aspect
of fhe war became evident. 4n immediate attempt was made to dis-
cover incorrigible "class enemiesg" so that they could bs eliminated
or given discriminatory treatment in labor camps. Such discrimirna-
tion was not necessarily drawn along officer-enlisted lines. All
prisoners were carefully screcned to discover those of proietarian

origin, and those who seemed disposed to accept Soviet ideas were

SECRET SECRET
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often given favored treatment. In some cases an immediate attempt
was made to recruit agents from emong this latter groﬁp. Practically
all prisoners were subjected to an intensive political "re-education"
- program in an effort to convert them to Communism. |

While Germany and the Soviet Union engaged in many diplomatic
negotiatiéns preceding World War II, most of these were for the
purpose of concluding trade agreements. A careful search through
the captured records of the German Foreign Ministry has failed
to reveal any negotiations between the two powers concerning rules
of warfare or the treatment of prisoners. Nor is there any known
record, beyond the few documents cited, of Russia having acceded
to such agreements with any other country prior to World War II.
Russia's refusal to adhere to the Hague and Geneva Conventioﬁs
during World War II was discussed in Chapter IV of this study.
The Soviet Union did, however, participate in the framing of the
Genevé (Prisoners of War) Couvention of 12 August 1949, a document
which the Soviet delegates to the diplomatic conference sigued
with certain reservations.19

In the great conflict between Germany and Russie where
neither side pretended to observe international law regarding
priscners, millions of captives suffered great hardships gnd &
large percentage of them died. Such benefits as acerued to the

surviving prisoners of both powers can be saild to have arisen more
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from rhe,sslf~interest of the capvors than from humanitarian
,considerwtions —-=-as in n‘-m t""» timcs vhen enslavement took
.precbdencu over thC’oJ uzghhey of_c.pt c%o  Boﬁh uations neeced
manpower o carry on t@e_wafn Capiives were ther elore put to

forig 4 undervslave_condltiongﬁ Slaves, however, are valuable only
when ey are healiny and strong, so those captives needed for
labor were glven correSpcpdingly b;p%gy ?reatment. With an eye.

to political doﬁination in the future, both the Nazis and the
"COWJUULJtu pampersd selected groups of orluonu"s while training
‘thgm fpx go;;tigal ard espionage nigsions - In their native countries.
It Wou%d_seemAthat ggither the uo Lc@s nor the gazis were influenced
to any noiicgable dcgree‘by pqrely humanitarian considerations in
any of the actions they took relative o the ameliocration of the .

lot of prisoners wlo fell into thukr honde.,

. Communist ethics permit of any means to justify an end, and

s"..
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o]
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[¢]
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.

thg;SQvietﬁ have few if any inhibitions bage
individual which alfect the behavior of both individuels and siates
among the denocracies. Tor purposcs.of deceptbion and propauand
however, the Has ans have uoually attempted to clothe their
actiy ties with thu respectable habiliments of democratic legal
processes, anu crucl cr inhunane mra:tlces have been kept as’
secret asvposs@blg..‘These,phayactgristics of Soviet procedurs

have heen » 1t cularly noticeable in relation to their utilization
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and treatment of prisoners‘of war.

Millions of prisoners were retained in Russia for years
after the close of hostilities. The Soviets baldly admitted
that they were being retained to work off reparation\debts, but
other powers eventually brought enough pressure to bear so that
they finally agreed to begin the repatriation process. At this
time, however, the Soviet list of punishable war crimes was eX-
tended to include offenses so petty as to be absurd,_and thousands
of prisoners were interrogated either in an attempt to make them |
admit to crimes or to force them to reveal the names of guilty
parties. Accused "war criminalé" were then tried, found guilty
on the flimsiest of evidence, and sentenced to long terms of hard
labor. This wag a typical device employed by the Soviets to stay
“within the letter of international 1éw regarding repatriation and
yet to delay the return of prisoners to their homes, thus securing
e huge supply of expendable slave labor as well as preventing the
return to thei; native lands of certain anti-Soviet elements among
the prisoners.zo

So-called "political interrogations" have long been oénducted
in Russia for the purpose of discovering dissident clements and of
eliminating opposition to the regime. Political priscners, either

suspected opponents of the regime ia Russia and its satellites or

\
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preninent enemy personalitie 8, have <cen subjscted to an

iHQU¢oltO if;‘type f vaovrovabzon designed to break their

H

eg

stanceg, mentally anﬂ *hy%loallJ, an to force them to pro-

e

i

.ess a‘qhgnggquoint of vfew in keeping with Soviet ideclogy.

”Cpnfes icns” have ooen ‘eaured Dy’me ns of +hese interrogations )
which_;ave been usged to furthgr tn' political amb*ulOno of power-

hungry SOVIQL loaderg(.nl which have : uu d fuel to the Soviet

prowag Lda mavhlne. Becauge of the rigid censorehip prevailing

bph;nd ths ”iron’gurtain,” propaganda based on these cenfessions

] . O By R AN AN "; E. N
1s probubly mere = PELtljgryhgﬁ is realized in the democrocies.

interrvegation may have been some

4

. us 6"JL couﬂturlnﬁ~ Ligence information, but such procedures are

_of little V°¢u in the formulatiop of reliable combat and sitratsgic

;ourveallanue Hroyramu Lh world has ever known. The system i5 8O

\

inte? i:;=nce.“

i i il
A dictatorship such 2s exists 1 the Soviet Union can main-

tein ts power only by putting reliance on intelligence agenoieé

+ (e

which fgrret out and destrey all oppoultlon. ,Every member of the

1 N . L. N . . ’ .
Communist Party in Ruseia is, in a sense, a secret Jufermant, on

tbn Lookout for both‘domestic and foreigu enemies. In order to

-malintain the uecurlty of thie rchmc, various 1ntellﬂ"on\e agencies

.

with verquanP iuHCtlon maintain one of the most Far-reaching

elaborate that thers is at least one secret informer for every
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ten to twenty Soviet citizens anc. for every five to ten soldiers
in the Red Army. Mere lack of enthusiassm is enough to arouse
._Suspicioﬁ. The slow worker is a possible saboteur. Informers
who fail to discover disaffection are themselves suspect. Un-
founded dgnunéiation by an enemy or a rival will cause the arrest
of the accused. In conducting this program of surveillance, the
Soviets have placed great reliance on the effectiveness of in-
\/terrqgating suspects. Interrogaticn &s practiced in the Soviet
.Union thus becomes not only a means of gaining information but
 5150 a‘"weapon" employed by the regime to inspire fear and to
sﬁppress opposiLion, Millions of Soviet citizens_have therefore
undergone questioning by secret service operatives. As a result,
AEhe "art" of intérrogation has reached a high state of develop-
ﬁ;nt in Russia, aﬁd thé various intelligence agencies have a large
pool of highly trained, experienced interrogators. Significantly,
during World War II, the interrogation of pfisoners of war was
largely turned ovér to the Peoples' Commissariat of the Interior
(NKVD), the principal domestiqfcounterintelligence agency, rather
than to»a.military intelligence agency.
The national character of the people of the USSR, the effect
bf Communism on that character, and the nature of the ideological

war between Russia and Germuny all had their effect on the manner
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iu vhick the wer was fought, on the treatment of coptives, and

or . thods of interrogation. The scope of this study does not
permit an extended discussion of these factors; ueither does an
objective study of this kind peruwit of subjective interpretations
uf ceuse snd effect.. In the following chapters éf tids study,
however, it will sometimes be necessary to take some of these
-genleral factors into consideration when analyzing Soviet methods.

~For instance, it was frequently noted tnat Russian guards, when

.Acting singly, would perform secret acts of kindness for prisoners

but thet the same guards would be strict if not actually brutal
wuen thelr superiors or fellow guards were present. To a certain
,;extent‘such behavior could be attributed tb national character-
istlcs of Russian temperameut, but it was not necessarily an
incication of "split-personality" om the part of the guerds. iove
~likely, it wag a wanifestaticn of the Soviet surveillance system
wiiich made 1t iumpossible for guardsbto trust their closest triends,
~any oue of whom might have been an informsr. Lespite the system of
surveillance, Soviet authorities found it necessary to rotate
prigon-camp guards, sometines ualiy, because of the tendency of
- some guards to meke friends with the prisoners. These are but
minor exemples cf how "methcds" were affected by netional character

caud by the nature of the Soviet regime. 
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PART TWO
CHAPTER VI

NATIONAL DEFENSE SYCTEM
OF THE USSR

A, General

The Soviet Union is a totalitarian state, und thé various
political, economic, and military systems of such a state are so
closely lntegrated thét no one agency can be discussed without
reference to the whole govermmental structure. In less centre-
lized syutems of governmept the bandlxng of prlsoners of war,
for 1nutanoe, kaes place almost enflxely Wlthln the framework
of the military orgenizetion —- but not in the Soviet Union.
'1Therefore, in order to describe Soviet methode of interrogation
and the way in which information secured from prisoners is
exploited, it hecomes necessary to precede the actual discussion
of interrogation methods with an explanation of the governmental
structure of the Soviet Union, of the relation of the Communist
Party to the govnrnment, and of the orﬂanlzatlon of the armed
forces. Thi will be followed by a more detalled description
of the various military and para-military agencies directly
responsible for the interrogation of prisoners and for the

evaluation end utilization of iuformation secured from prisoners.
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Ihe Goverament of the USSR is an exceedingly complex structure,
which underwent many changes during the war when it was necessary
to adapt the organization to méet the emergencies imposed by the
German invasion. Since the war more changes hévé taken place,
purticularly in the bigher echelons of the armed forces and of
the various security agencies. The scope of this study permits
only a brief treatment of the Soviet govermmental, military, and
~intelligence organization. For the military student, much iafor-
mation is available in the various manuals, documents, and other

publications upon which the following discussion is based.

b, Governmentvof the USSR and the Communist Party

.in 1924, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics Was established
a5 &4 federation of the four Republics which then mede up the So&iet
Union. DBy 1941, this number had been increased to sixteenu.- The
‘Union Government (in Moscow) had enumeruted and delegated powers

~while the constituent members had residual powers according to
a constitution. Some of the larger republics (SSR) were sub-
divided into various {ypes of administrative sreus of which twenty
were known as Autonouous Soviet Socialist Hepublics (ASSR), nine
a8 Autonomous Provinces (Qblasts), and ten as National Regions
(Oxrugs) -
Under the 1936 constitution, the highest legislative powers

of the Soviet Union were vested in the Supreme Soviet mn elected,
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Figure 2,
STATE ADMINISTRATIVE STRUCTIURE
USSR (1845)
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repfesemtative body consisting of two chambers. (See Figure 2).
In one chamber, The Soviet of the Union, each member was elected
from a district with a population of BO0,000.’ In 1941 these mem-—
bers totaled 647. The other chamber, The Soviet of Nationalities,
had 713 members elected on the basis of 25 from each rgpublic,
eleven from each autonomous republic, five from each autonomous
‘province, and one from each national region.l

The‘Supreme Soviet normally met for a brief session twice
yearly and in e joint session clected a Presidium of from 36 to
42> membérs which constituted a kind of collective presidency of
the Soviet Union. To.this Presidium was delegated the powers of
the Supreme Soviet between sessions of the latter body. The
Supreme Soviet (or the Presidium) also appointed the commissars
of the various All-Union and Union-Republican Commissariats which
~collectively formed the Council of Peoples' Commissars (Sovnarkom).
This council was responsible only to the Supreme Soviet, or, in
the long periods betweeﬁ sessions, to the Presidium.

‘The structure of the federal or union government as outlined
abéve was paralleled in each of the republics by a similar organi-
zation. These republican governments, however, lacked certain of
the commisseriats. At.the federal level only were twenty-four
All1-Union commissariats dealing with matters such as transportation,

communication, and heavy industries; in addition at the fedcral
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Livel were twenty-two Union Republican commissariats dealing
witii light industry, agriculture, justice, health and other
matters which, theoretically at least, worked with and through
corresponding COﬁmissariats in the govermments of the republics.

The number of comnissariats and their designetion as
All-Union or Union-Republican agencies has varied from time to
time. Of particular importance to this study are the Commissariats
of Defense (NKO), of State Security (NKGB), and of Internal
Affairs (NKVD), each of which had counterparts in the republican
frovernments, and each of whichk had some part in the handling of
prisoners of war.

The administrative machinery of the federal government in-
cluded, in addition to the 46 commissariats, approximately fifteen

so-called Main Directorates (Glavni Upravleniye) end commitiees
&

of commissariat level of importance. For more efficient operatiorn, .

the powers of this unwieldy body of commissariats aud main
directorates were delegated tc a smaller number of councils or
cormittees, especlally tc the Supreme Ecconomic Council and its
subordinete crganizationsg for the defense industries. Thus, thec
councils superseded or "out-ranked" the commissariats in importance
and authority. (See Figure 2). During World War II, o State
Defense Committee was formed which was the supreme opuration

comnittee and which co-ordinated and directed the activities of
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the entire body of commissariats, main directorates, and councils.

The judicial branch of the Soviet Governuent was Leaded by
the Supreme Court which supervised all courts in the USSR. The
Supreme Court and the All-Union court system was staffed by
appointees of fhe Sup;eme Soviet (or the Presidium). A branch
of the Supreme Court, the Militery Collegium, was charged with
the administration of justice within the armed forces and super-
vised all military courts through the Chief Procurator of the
Commissariat of Defense.

The facade of democratic government as pictured in the fore-
going discussinn was only the front for a stern dictatorship. Stalin
and a small clique of high-ranking Communists had absolute and final
suthority in Russia through their control of the Communist Party.
This organization has never included more than five percent of the
population of the Soviet Unionj during most of its rise to power,
the Party had less than a million members. The dictatorship was
made possible by the unique place held by the Communist Party in
the Soviet Government; in a very real sense it was the Government
of the USSR. As the ouly legel party in the Soviet Union, 1t
alone could nominete candidates for government posts, and voters
had but one choice on the ballots in an election. As a result,

81 percent in the Soviet of the Union and 71 percent in the Soviet

" of Nationalities were party members or candidates for membership

v SECRET %E@RET
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. in the 1941 Supreme.Soviet, and the remainder were approved by
lgcal[Communist "cells" or committees.3 Party members held all
impgrtant executive positions down to the lowest echelons of
local government. Power was further concentrated by giving one
key individual a number of correlated positions. Thus, Stalin
combined in his person the positions of Secretary General of the
Communist Party, Chairman of the Council of Peoples' Commissars,
Commissar of Defense, and Commander-in-Chief of the Armed Forces,
to name but a few of his titles.

Internally, the Communist Party was still another government
. within a government. Its top-ranking members, who held all key
government positions, were also members of the Central Committec
of the Communist Party. This Central Committee was the real
Soviet Government, and all important policy was determined
by its members. The Committee's powef was based on the network
of semisecret cells that countrolled and dominated every part
and organization of the Soviet Union; the Committee maintained
its own system of‘communications and exercised direct control over
the éemi—military security organizations (the Commissariats of
State Security and of Internal Affairs). The Main Political
Directorate of the Red Army checked on the loyalty, training,
and morale status of the armed forces and reported directly to

the Central Committee. Party discipline was strict, and deviation
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from perty policy was severely punished by expulsion, imprison-
ment, or death.

vsternally, the Communist Party attempted to represent
itself as an elite group that directed the state by moral force
alone. Every possible device was used to insure maximum political,
social, and economic prestige for the Party. Every notional
achievenent was credited to the Party, and all prominent indivi-
duals were solicited for membership. The Party reserved the sole
right to eriticize inefficiency or political errors and would not
tolerate criticism of or deviation from authorized doctrine and
policy.

Though party membership, has been kept swall, additional
inflgence has been exercised thfough the large number of condidates
for membership and through various organizations which have en-
listed. practically all the youth in the USSR down to the lowest
age proups: the Komsomols (league of Communist.Youth), the
Pioneers, and the Octobrists. From these propagenda-saturated
organizations a smell number of the mnore able and fanatically
lbyal individuels have been recruited for membership in the

Commuhist Party.

C. Soviet Militery and Para-Military Forces

1. The Svpreame Command

During World War II, the central government of the

cpcepr  SECRET
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Sovietwﬁﬁibn‘provided for and enforced the closest co-operation
between the armed forces, their control agencies, and all civil
economy agencies. The armed forces consisted of the Red Army,
the Red Navy, and the air comporents of each of these services;
seml-military forces consisted of the troops of the Peoples!
Comraissariat of Internal Affairs (NKVD). Practicélly all of
the civil economy brunchies of the juvermuent were alseo militarized
durlng the war, including tlie Peoples' Commissariats of Trans-
portation, Maritime Fleet, River Transport, and Signal Communi-
cations, and the Main Directorates of the Civil Air Fleet -and
the Northern Sea Route. Activities of these latter agencies
extended into the zone of operations, and their uniformed per-
‘sonnel were subject to military law and discipline but remained.
under the direct control of their respective‘organizations. None
of the Soviet armed forces or para-military forces was a special
instrument (that }s, officially) of the Communist Party. Between
the troops of the Commissariat of Internal Affairs (NKVD) and the
troops of the Commissariat of Defense (NKO) existed an exact
division of responsibility, establiched and zealously maintained
by the Communist Party.

A distinet division existed between the command and the
administrative channéisAand agenciesg in the Rea Army and the Red

- Navy. Components of the high command of the armed forces included

T
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all agencies in the chain of operational comuand: . the State

. Defense Committee (the supreme governmental body during the war),
the Suprcme Commander of Armed Forces and hig Supreme Military
Council, the Chief of the General S5taff of the Red Army, the
Supreﬁe Naval Council, the Commissariat of the Navy, and the
Naval Steff. Army command extended from the Supreme Military
Council through the Chief of the General Staff to army groups
and other field forces. Naval command also extended from the
Supreme Military Council through the Supreme Naval Council,

the Commissariat of the Navy, and the Naval Staff to active
naval units. . The four commissariats of the armed forces
(Defense, Navy, Internal Affairs, and State Security) maintained
administrative and technical control but were subordinate to

the Supreme Military Council in matters of policy.

The State Defense Committee (see Figures 2 and 3) was the

supreme governmental body during World War IL. Created on

1 July 1941, it was dissolved in September 1945. The eight mem-
bers of this committec were also menbers of the Council of

Peoples! Comuissars and of the Politburg; Stalin was chalrman, -
and the membership included such top personalities as Bulganin,
MBlOtov; Beriya, and Malenkov. The Committee's directives on .
major issues by-pagsed the administrative machinery of the military

commissarists and went dircctly to the Supreme Military Council.
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The Supreme Military Council, also with Stalin at the head,

consisted of twelve to fourteen top military leaders selected so
as to represent the chief branches of the arms and services. It
translatedhpoliqy'decisignsLgf tﬁelSFapekQQanSQ ngmittee into
military action by its directives to the General Staff and res;
pective headquarters of the various arms and services. The
General Staff and mein directorates of the various arms and

services were working staffs of the Supreme Military Council.

The Chief of Staff commanded all divisions of the General
Staff and was responsible for the preparation of operational
plans and for reconnaissance operations.

The General Staff of the Red Army was the highest advisory

.body to the Chief of Staff and Supreme_Military Council, In
co-operation with the staffs of the arms and rear services, it

was responsible for insuring co-ordination between srms and
services at all levels, The four principal directorﬁtes of the
General Staff that had counterparts in the staffs of lower head-
quartefs were the Operations, Intelligence, Signal, ana'Tppégraphic
Directorates. Three directorates which were peculiar to the
General Staff alone were the Formatiqns (statistical control

and organizational policy), the Fortified Afeaé, and ﬁhe Hisﬁdrical
Directorates. o

- The First (Operations) Directorate was a plans end training

secrer SECRET
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section corresponding generally to the G-3 of the United States
Army. e |
Of primary interest to this study is the Second {Intelligence)
Directorate (GRU) of the General Staff Wﬂich corresponded to the
American G-2. It was the highest agency for the collection and
evaluation of positive information ebout the enemy. The- Second
Directorate was also responsible for reconnaissance plans and

could prepare direct orders for execution of these plans in the
field. Prisoner-of-war information and captured documents were
sent to this Directorate for final exploitation. Other agencies
and staff divisions co-operated with the Second Directorate in
matters such as signal intelligence, the employment of secret
agents, and topographic intelligence. Counterintelligence was
handled by the Main Directorate for Counterintelligence in the
Commissariat of Defense and by the Commissariats of Stute Security
(NKGB) , and Internal Affairs (NKVD).

The Peoples' Commissariat of Defense (Figure 3) was sub-

ordinate to the State Defense Committee during the war. Before
that it had been subordinate only to the Council of Peoples!
Commigsars. The Commissar (Stalin), the First Deputy (Zhukov) ,
and at least ten other deputy commissars, a}l holding the rank
of Lieutenant General or higher; made up the membership of this

b

Commissariat. The Supreme Military Council gave directions

79 -
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to the Commissariat in affairs relating to the prosecution of

the war while the General Staff alég éxercised much direct
control over the Commissariat. oince the same personnel

served in all three of these bodleb in many cases (01ght of

the twelve members of the Commlssarlat also served on the General
Staff), command superiority of one agency over another at this
level was more an academic than a reel distinction. Difectly
subordinate to the Commissariat of Defenss were the Inspectorate )
of Infantry, the Affairs Administration (regulations ,-publication,
foreign liaison, and other sections), and eighteen main Directorates
for arms and services, and other activities. Of primary interest
to this study is the fact that this Commiséariat was charged with
the promulgation of bésic regulétions and administrative policies
of the Red Army; with the responsibility for the academies and
schools which trained officers and wmilitary specialists; and with
the publication of official journals or bulletins for the arms
and services which carried the power of directives.

Top-level organiéation.of the U.S$.5.R. Armed Forces as
presented in the foregoing discussion was the wartime organization
only. Soon after World War II a number of important changes
took place:s the State Defense Committee was dissolved in
September 1945; the Commissariat of Defense (NKO) and the

Commissariat of the Navy (NKVWF) were combined in the Ministry

-80-
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of the Armed Forces (MVS); the Commissarist of Internal Affairs
(NKVD) became the Ministry of the Interior (MVD), and the
Commissariat of State Sccurity (NKGB) became the Ministfy of
State Security (MGB)f A1l threc ministries were subéfdinate to
the Council of Ministers. Since all of these agencies were
directly concerned with the handling of prisoners both during
and after the war, they will be referred té in this study by the
ti%ié_they held at the time the particular matter or event that

is under discusslon took place.

2. Field Organizations of the Red Army

Prior to the war with Germany, the Military District was the

highest active field organization in the Red Army. (The Finnish
War, for instance, was conducted by the Leningrad Military District.)
The Soviet Union was divided into epproximetely thirty military
districts, each directed by a commander and a military council
. and each capable gf raising and training an infantry army in the
ij first echelon of ?¢bilization. The highest tactical organization
»in the military district was the corps, consisting of three or
four, rifle divisions and supporting arms and services totaling
gixty to sixty-five thousand men. Cavalry and motor-mechanized
corps were considerably smaller.
The war with Finland revealed to the Soviets that their
organization of higher tactical units was unwieldy, and the reor-

ganization of the entire structure of the field forces that began

-81-
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in the spring of 1941 was continued and hastened by the German
onslaught in the summer of that year. The subsequent organi-
zational structure of the Red Army fiéld forces as it became
stabilized by the winter of 1943-44 is briefly described in the
following discussion.5
Army Groups, or Frontg, superseded the military dgstficts

assthe main'plaﬁning and administrative agéncies under the Sﬁpreme
Com@agd. Military Districts were méintéined oﬁiy in the rear
areas., The size of a front sector was determiﬁed by lines of
communication since the relative scarcity of good roads and
railroads in Russia to a large extent determined tactical
capabilities. A Red Army Front corresponde& roughly to a
Theater of Operations in U.S. Army terminology. In 1943, thers
were 17 fronts, but the number had been reduced to seven at the
¢lose of the war with Japan.

~ The Army Group or Front consisted of approximately a million
men commanded by a marshal who was assisted by a military council,
comparable to the Supreme Military Council, directorates for arms
and serviceé and other activities, and a staff similar to the
General Staff, but lacking the Formations, Fortified Areas, and
Historical Directorates pecullar to the lattér. In short, front | ‘
headquarters was a scaled duplicate of the Supreme Military

Council and Commissariat of Defense.

82-
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A typical active front consisted of four or five infantry
armles, one or twé tank armies, one or.two air armies, four
artillery divisions, five antiaircraft artillery dlvisions,
several independent brigades each of rocket launchers, heavy
mortafs, artillery, aﬁd self-propelled guns, and two tank corps,
one ¢r two mechanized corps, and one cavalry corps.. Service
units included engineer brigades, ﬁotor transport corps, signal
intelligeunce, security, and penal battalions, replacement regiments,
and varlous supply depots.

The Army was the basic sirategic organization of combined
arms. An army consisted of a large, permenent headquarters to
which were assigned combat troops and scrvices for the execution
of a gtrategic migsion. Armies_differed greatly in size and
purpose according to whether they were infantry, tank, cavalry,
or shock armies. |

A typical infantry army included three or four rifle corps
of three or four rifle divisions each, a brigade of heavy artillery,
8 self-propelled gun regiment, an antiaircraft artillery regiment,
and a heavy mortar regiment. Engineers were allotted to an army
from the reserve of army group. Tank armies varied according
to terrain and mission and generally formed part of the mobile
reserve of the high command. Cavalry armies had two cavalry

corps, one mechanized corps, and normal army service troops.

-83
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Shock armies were made up of picked divisions combined,

according to their mission, to form powerful attack forces to
be shifted from sector to sector as ﬁeeded, The title "Guards"
could be prefixed to any army (or lower unit) which had dis-
tinguished itself in combat. "Guards"Aunits were upgracded in
both personnel and equipment, actually having slightly larger
tables of organization and eguipment.

Corps were of two general typess the operational corps-

(rifle and artillery) and mobile corps (tank, mechanized, cavalry).
The rifle corps was a forward headduarters having tactical control
of from two to four divisions. The forward echelon headgquarters
‘of a rifle corps had a staff with operations, intelligence, signal
communication, and penal sections, and artillery, engineer, and
chemical warfare staffs. The.rear echelon headquarters was a
skeleton organization which consolidated reports and requisitions
of the subordinate formations. Both rifle and artillery corps
varied greatly in size and organization according to their mission.
During'the retreat of the Red Army at the beginning of the war
rifle corps were largely eliminated and armies assumed direct
control of divisions, but the rifle corps became fairly permanent
organizations during the last year of the war. In contrast, the
various mobile‘corps had becn permanent formations with definite

tables of organization and equipment more or less from the beginning

-84~
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of the conflict.

The Soviet Rifle Divigion, comprising the bulk of infantry
troops, underwent numerous éhangesiin size and organization early
in the war. The rapid expansion of the field forces and the
shortage of officers adeyuately trained to commend large forces
of combined arms resulted in a reduction in the size of the rifle
division. Most infantry heavy weapons and many specialized arms
end services were withdrawn from infantry, cavalry, and armored
formations and made independent, and the division organization
wa.s greatiy simplified, thus meking this unit (and its subordinate
formations) much more efficient even when commanded by men lacking
in specialized training and experience. This reorganization began
even before the war with Germany. In April, 1941, the division
was reduced from a strength of 18,841 to 14,454 officers anc
enlisted men, and from there to a total of 9,619 by May 1945.
Though this was 4,424 less than a U.S. Army division at that time?
its combat strength was onhly 200 less, the difference being accounted
for by a correspondingly smaller number of supporting and service
‘troops and smaller weapons crews in the Soviet divisions.

The Soviet infantry formation, except for size and the lack
of certain supporting units, was so similar to its U.S. Army
counterpart that little furthér discuesion of Soviet field organi-

zation will be presented here. The division consisted of a

-85-
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headquarters, reconnaissance, eungineer, signal, medical, and other
service troops, an artillery regiment (three battalions), and

three rifle regiments (three battalions each). During the winter

of 1941-42, a great mumber of rifle brigudes were activated (f£ive
pattalions each), but at the close of the war very few brigades
existed, most of them having been upgraded to divisions. A rifle
regiment and a battaliéﬂ each had a headquarters with an operational
stalf, and their company, platoon, and sguad structure closely
corresponded to U.S. Army organization.

5. Intelligonce Fupctions of the General Staff and
the Main Intclligence Directorate (GRU)

Within the framework of the Red Arimy, interrogation of
prisoners was primarily the responsibility of efficers assigned to
intelligence sections of staffs at the various command levels. The
army's role in interrogation, however, was almost entirely limited

to the collection of tactical (combat) information. The WKVD

“conducted the "politicel" and strategic interrogation program and

to a certain extent usurped armed force prerogatives in the matter
of tactical interrogation as the war progressed. The latter agency

also insisted upon the exclusive right to interrogate certain

classes of prisoners such as captured agents, Russian prisoners

who had escaped from cnemy captivity, and local inhabitants sue-

pected of subversive activities.

~-86~
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MAIN INTELLIGENCE DIRECTORATE
(GRU)
RED ARMY GENERAL STAFF
1946

(Simplified Organizational Plen)

CHIEF OF THE GRU

Figure 4.
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“Much emphasis was placed upon the rapid evacuation of
prisoﬁers from lower levels of command to érmy level where they
were turned over to the.NKVD and evacuated to campé in the zoné
of intérior. Intelligence officers in the lower headquarters
were permitted only short periods for interrogating prisoners;
nevertheléss, provigions were made for the interrogétion of
iﬁportaﬁt prisoners by military intelligence officers at army,
front, and general staff level, and technical specialists among
the prisoners were made available for interrogation by intelligenco
officers of appropriate arms and services. A limited amount of
"sﬁratégic intelligence could thus be developed by Red Army milltary
“intelligence at the higher levels, but commanders in the field
were given only such information as wus absolutely.necessary to
the performance of their military assignments. ‘Strategic policy-
makihg'and plamning was, of course, confined exclusively to a
smalliﬁody of individuals at the top of the Soviet hlerarchy,
and‘foﬁthéSé‘iﬁdividuals ¢omplete‘infcrmation was available from
all sources,

Prisoners of the Soviets undoubtedly.endured most of their
periods of questioning in the pfisoner—bf—war campé where the
NKVD conducted interrogations. This fact probably led a number
of former German staff officers writing on Soviet interrogation

methods to state that after 1943, "the entire interrogation
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orgenization was . . . centralized, taken away from the armed
forces, and turned over to the . . . NKVD," and that "except

for the direct procurement of tactical infeormation on a Jow
level, the army was altogether eliminated from carrying out PW
interrogations."” This observation is not entirely supported

by evidence from other sources. While Red Army commanders wefe
denied unlimited access to prisoner information usually available
to the military commanders of other nations, it would seem that
 the former had adequate opportunity throughout the war to exploit
prisoners for vitally important combat intelligence. This premise
~ will be expounded in the following discussion of the intelligence
}organization of the armed forces and in the succeeding discussion
of the NKVD.

The Main Tntelligence Directorate (GRU) was the highest
intelligence headquarters of the Red Army. It was an extremely
complex orgaenization with at least 350 officers, noncomnissioned
bfficers, andd clerical helpers exclusive of subordinate detach-
ments and individuals. The chief functions of the GRU were the
‘procurement, evaluation, and dissemination of military intelligence
aund the commission of military espionage and acts of sabotage
in foreign countries. The GRU, through the proper command
channels, directed the activity‘of intelligence directorates

(RU's) of army groups and military districts, and also of

~88-
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: 7
intelligence sections (RO's) of armiecs and suberdinate units.

An Intelligence Directorate of the Red Army hed been
established in 1921 ag the Féurth Department of the General
Staff. This crganization had managed to maintain its existence
without too much interference frem the Cheka and its successoré,
the GPU and the OGPU, Duriag the late 1930's, however, it
suffered from penetration by the Directorate of Sfate Security
and was weakened as a result of the purges that took place.

In December 1937, with thelfdunding of the Commissariat of the
Navy (NKVMF), the Red Navy founded its own Intelligence Dircctorate
thereby further limiting the scope of Red Army intelligence
agencieses

After the beginning of the war in June 1941, the situation
gradually improved for Red Army intelligence agencles. The
Intelligence Directorate was upgraded to the status of a Main
Directorate and became the Second Division of the General Staff.
The transfer of responsibility for counterintelligence from the
NKVD to the NKO in 1943 (to be discussed under the section on
the NKVD) gave the Red Army still more freedom for its intelligence
activities. After numerous changes, the organizational structure
.of the GRU apparently was fairly stable from 1943 till the end
of the war. As nearly as can be determined, the GRU was sub--

divided for administrative and operational purposes into

8-
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approximatelyvnine principal offices or brahches under a Chiel
and two Deputy Chiefs a5 shovn in Figure 4.

The activities of the GRU foll into two pfincipal categories:
(1) intelligence collection and (2) evaluation and dissemination.
Other activities of importance entailcd the training of intelli-
gence personnel (ingluding agents),‘and signal intelligence
(monitoring and communication with agents or agenciles abroad) .

In the Pormulation of strategic and tactical intelligence
concerning foreign countries, bulh triendly and enemy, the
Soviets characteristicaily placed great rellance and emphasils
upon an extensive spy system. (Every communist abroad was &
real or potential agent for the Soviets; extensive use wad made
of Soviet diplomatic andvtrade missions in perpetrating the
goplonage systom). While the world~ﬁide spy network was largely
the responsibility of other agencies of the Soviet Government,
the GRU was the recipient of much information from this soufce,
and, in addition, a large part of its activities was devoted
to the‘operation of its own network of agents in enemy territory.

The Office of Information (see Figure 4) is of specific
interest to this study since it was the final recipient of
prisoner-of-war interrogation reports from lower echelons of
the armed forces. This office also conducted interrogaticng

of especially importent prisoners. Since the NKVD had complete

-90-~
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Jurisdiction over prisouers after they reached army level in
the process of evacuation, it scems likely that interrogation
at GRU level was conducted in co~operation with (or even at
the sufference of) the NKVD,

The Information Office of the Gt was divided into
geographic or regional subsections for Western Europe, the Balkans,
the Near Fast, and the Far BEast; there were also interrogation
and cartographic subsections. OSpecialists in various fields,
vsuch as economics, politics, and science, were employed to assist
in the process of evaluation, and practically any agency of the
army or the govermment could be called upon to -assist in making

9
evaluations of technical information.

Information from many sources which flowed into the GRU
(including prisoncr information) received initial evalustions
from varicus recei&ing agencies and wag then subﬁitted to the
responsible regional section of the Office of Information; The
section determined whether the information was new and reliable.
Considerable importande was attached to the counter-checking of
reports from various sources, and the re—interrogation of
prisoners was probably indicated at this point. Final evaluations
wers not nccessarily made by the Office of Information but by

the receiving agencies to which it was finally submitted.

ey
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Military and operational information was trancmitted
through channels to the Chief of Staff who combined it into a
command estimate of the cituntion. HNonoperational regorts of
strategic military cignificance were prepared and transmitted,
as pertinent in each case, to the Higtorical and Topographic
Divisions of the Genefal Staff, to the Academy of the General
Staff, or to Main Directorates of the arms and services. In-
formation of nommilitary character was disseminated through

. 10

channels to the heads of other sgencies of the Soviet Government.
Ultimately, Stalin and the P&liuburc were the recipients of the
most important intelligence developed by the GRU and other long-
rahgo intelligence services.

Daily intelligence summarics were issued during the war by

: 11

the GRU to the intelligence staffs of army groups. A numnber
of official staff cnd line journals, thelr circulation strictly
limited by regulation to specifiod circles of officials and
officers, devoted a portion of their contents to foreign
intelligence.

The GRU co-operated closely with the small intelligence
scetlons which were included in the organizations of most of

the main directorates of the Peoples' Commissariat of Defense (HKO):

The

Ui

e sections conducted a limited number of interrogations of
~risoners who were technical experts in ficlds of interest 1o

the directorates.

v e 43R g
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aff Orpanization and the Intelligence Sections
]

+
\I
of Red Army Field Organizations

Below the level of the Genefai Staff in the field organi-
zations of the Soviet armed forces, the commander, his staff, the
chiefs of verious srms and services, and command liaison officers

_ : 12
were the essential elements of the command of Red Army formations.
Each element of the command had well-defined, specific responsibilities.
The crganizational structure may be seen in Figuré 5.

The Commender of the formation was responsible for reconnaissance
and operations in assigned areas of combat; the initial schenme of

maneuver and the employment of reserves were his responsibility as
was the success or failure of an operstion. The chief of staff
directed over-all planning, reconnaissance, co-ordinaticn, combat
security, signal communications, and supply control of operationé,
The éhiefs of arms and services planned and supervised the opera-
tions of arms and scrvices within the combat team. Command liaison
officers (who were often either members of the staff or the chiefs
of the wvarious arms and services) represented the commander in
13

the control of secondary operations.

The staff, or shtab, of a Red Army formation of combined
arms, from army group dewn to corps level, was grouped under the

chief of staff and consisted of the following sections: Operaticns

(First Section), Intelligence (Second Section), Signal Cemmunications,

'
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Statistical Control, Topographic, and Headguarters administration.
(£fter 1944, the Etatistical Contrel and Headguarters Adminls-

tration Sections normslly were removed from the staff and placec

under the Deputy for Hear Services.)

Intelligence sections at all levels in the Rud army sorved
the commander of the formation or unit to which they belonged
through the chief of slaff; an intelligence section also directed

and supervised, through command channels, the activities of the
. , 15
intelligence staff of the next lower headguarters.

At army group level, the gathering, evaluation, and dissem-

inetion of intelligence was the responsibility of the second stafl

section or intelligence directorate (RU). The miszsion and the
sctivitiag of the R, as laid down in Soviet Field Service
Regulations, were:

The RU gathers and studies information about the ecnemy,
the topography and the population of enemy-held terrsain;
organizes all types of reconnaissance unlts in accerdsnce
with the intelligence summaries; prepares an intelligence
code for the reconnaissance units; disseminates information
sbout the enemy within the headquarters to higher and lower
echelons and to neighboring units; organizes the recomnnalis-
sance duties of the headquarters and its lower echelong;
studies the tactics of the ecnemy, the level of his technical
preparation; and determines the strength and dispositions of
the ecnemy forces. All items of information obtained through
reconnaissance arc transmitted by the chief of the RU
directly to the chief of staff and, in some cases, to the

Ccommanding generasl himaelf. 16

9~
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The organization of the R closely paralleled that of the
GRU and consisted of an Operations Section, Information Section,
Communications Section, Agentura, Training Center, Cocding and
Decoding Section, Persommel Section, Administration Group, and a
Classified Files Section. The total strength of an army group
intelligence directorate, less agents, was from thirty to_thirty—v
five officers and enlisted men., The exact compositiocn of each of
the sectlons is not known, but the Information Scction, as in the
GRU, was responsible for interrogation of prisoners and the
evaluation of prisoner interrogation reports received from lower
vehelons or other scurces. Order-of-battle files and maps were
maintained at this level; radio monit toring and air reconnaissance
reports were available along with other informabional materials
necessary to tﬁe operation of aw interrogation center and for the
evaluation of newly received information.

The various arms and services making up the army group sach
had a small staff including an intelligence section (RO) which
generally consisted of an enemy situvation group,‘an information
group, and an interrogation group. The duties of such a section
fitted the needs of its particular branch of service and supplementec
the work of the RU with which it maintained direct conta Tech-
nical specialists among the prisoners were sent to appropriate ROfs

for detailed interrogation.
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A recomnsisssnce battalion, directly subordinate to the RU,
was normally aseigned to an army group. It had three companies
of 115 men cach and was motorized. Prisoner interrogation was
consicered a function of troop reconnaissance and was of much
importance in Soviet intelligence doctrinc. Many reconnaissance

operations were directed and conducted solely for the purpose of

taking prisoners for interrogation. Personnel of the reconnaissance

buttalion apparently carried out most of the interrogations of

prisoners captured on such missions and reported to the information

section of the RU. Especially important prisoners, such as generals

_and those connected with the enemy intelligence service, were in-

17
terrogated directly by personnel of the information section.

Agents committed by the RU to espionage missions b ehind the
enemy lines were customarily sent out in teams of three to aight
men and with one or two radio sets. These teams, and other gpecial
groups of agents, penetrated as deep as fifty miles behinc enemy
lires. Agents fregquently resorted to violence in order to obtain
information; it was not uncommon for them to take prisoucrs,

‘ 18
question them, and then kill them.

The RU recelved intelligence reports twice daily frou intel-
ligonee sections of armies; and 1t may be assumed that other

intelligence agencles within the army group made similar routine

roports. The RU, in turn, congolidatad these reports into an army

()6_
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group situation report which was gsent daily to the GRU in ldoscow.
In addition to these routine reports, especially important infor-
nation was forwarded lmm»dlﬁ+oif to interested ageno“ee in both
higher and lower echelons. Prisoner-of-war statements were also
compiled into special reports in the information sectlon of the
RU and sent to the GRU for final evaluation and dissemination.
Subordinate armics of the army group recelved daily intelligence
reports from the RU. In addition to the daily reports, the in-
formation scction also issued an information bulletin every ten
days which»eummarizcd the enemy situation in the army group sector,
contained conclusions regarding enemy intentions, and made re-

19
connaigsance reguests.

Staff organization and the duties of the intelligence
sections (RO's) at army, corps, and division level corres ponded,
within narrowing limits, to army group headquarters organization.
Except for a very few important prisoners who were sent to the RU
and GRU for interrogation, the final tactical interrogations by
Red Army intelligence pevsonnel took place at army level since
prisoners were turned over to the NKVD there for evacuation to tle

X .
sone of interior. Interrogation was one of the most important
functions of an army RO, and whenever the identity of enemy units
opposing an army was not clearly known, the RO ordered an aggressive

use of patrols to bring in prisoners for questioning. The HO's
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of specialized branches of the arms znd services also conducted
exhaustive interrcgations in their own fields supplementing the
. 20

work of the army RO in the same manner as at army group level.

The RO of an army staff was subdivided into troop reconnaissance,
information and interrogation groups, a radio station, and a

21
cryptographip office. The chief of the information group and his
deputy, with the assistance of at least three interpreters, evaluated
intelligence reports, prisoner-interrcgation reports, and captured
documents recelved from lower echelons and combined them into enemy
R2

situation reports and maps. Consolidated reports were received
twice daily from lower echelon RO's, and the army, in turn, sent
congolidated reports twice daily to the army group RU. Important
information (as at 211 command levels) was forwarded to interested
agencles immediately by the fastest means of communication avail-
able. The army RO also issued an intelligence summary to lower
ebhulonsAevery ten days contain;hg the same type of information
as that issued by the army group RU.

A large part of the information secured by an afmy RO was
sacured through‘channels from lower (front line) echelons. Roubine
interrogations conducted by lower headquarters extracted from most
prisoners all information of value they had to offer. An czamination
and comparison of interrogation reports would naturally result in

the re-interrogation of a few of the rauk-and-file captives.

~98~
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As soon as possible after thelr capture important prisoners were
usually conducted back to the army RO by mobile means for detailed
interrogations., |

The army RO normally hed at 1its disposal two independent
reconnaissance companies of 115 men each, and patrols from these
companies were frequently used to bring in prisoners for direct
questioning by army RO interrogators.

In addition to priscners as a direct means of securing
intelligence, the army RO also sccured information by means of
troop reconnaissance, wire-tapping, and agents. After 1943, the
commitment of agents became, according to regulations, the sole
responsibility of -the army group R, but armies,.-corps, and even
divisions actually continued to make use of "line—crossers“ as an
important means of securing information. Air reconnaissance, however,
was conducﬁed exclusively by army group after 1943, more particulafly,
bj the air armies. Requests for alr reconnaissance were forwgrded
from lower echelons through the army RO to the army group RU,QA

From the standpoint of prisoner interrogation, the Soviet
rifle corps headquarters was probably the least important of all
the echelons in the chain of command. Under normal circumetances
prisoners were evacuated directly from division to army. Only
one interpreter was assigned to the corps RO, uand interrogation of

risoners was customarily performed only when it was thought that
p VA : v g
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certaln prisoners could clarify the immediate situation facing
e s 25
the corps.

Divigions and other subordinate units of a rifle corps were
belng cox%tantly as 1gnnd and detached in the Soviet armed forces
during WOrld War II, conscquently there was llttlb contlnultj in
the au5001atlon of corw wtaff personnel with those of lower
headquar*mrs Tho corps 1ntulllgence seculon (HO) therefore
limited its activities largely to the collection and dissemination
of information of immediate interest to the corps, and reconraissance
activity was limited to the planning and ordering of reconnaissance
miszions by subordinate units. The corps estimate of the situation

‘ was‘based largely on reports received both from higher and lower
cqelonq TithLT than on intelligence obtained by personnel and
26
agencles assigned directly to the corps RO. A captured Soviet
officer who had been ass:gn@d to a corps headquarters told his
Germgn captors that "the results of ground reconnaissance by the
various zréconnalssanq;7 aggn01eg constitute the main source
R7
/[of information/ on the enemy situation."

The organization of a rifle corps intelligence section
included personnel as follows: a chief of section, a reconnaissance
officer, an information officer, an interpreter (usually an cificer),

28

and a clerk-typist. Generally speaking, the relationsnip of a

corps RO to the corps commander, to the chief of staff, and to

~100-
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other elementé of the command was the same as that of the army
- 29
RO,

Tank, mechanized, and Cd"airv corps were much more permanent
organizations, as compered with the rifle corps, and their RO's
nad more far-reaching functioné° These corps often operated
independently without closge connection with army, and the nature
of their operaticns resulted in the taking of a comparatively
large number of prisoners. Prisoner interrogation thus assumed
greater importance in these corps.than in the rifle corps, their
RO sections had more personnel, and reconnaissance missions were

20
performed under the direct supervision of the corps RO.

The firet thorough interrogation cf priscners tock place at
divisional level in the Red Army. Preliminary, brief interrogations
usually took plaée at battalion and regimental level, but the
interpreter at the divisional RO made the principal inta"rogatlon
and prepared a detailed written report on each prisoner interrogated.

The chief of the inLelligence staff section (RO) of o rifle
division was the second senior staff member below the chief of
staff and had essentially the same responsibilities as staff
intelligence officers in the higher echelons. The iﬁtelligenee
section, in addition to the chief; consigted of one assistant
(for olanning and evaluation of troop reconnaissance) and cne

interpreter. Clerk-typists and other personnel were drawn Irom

~101-
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the divisional reconna;ssance company as needed. The rifle
d1v1%Lonal reccnnaiqsancp company hPT a strength of 74 men and
was under the direct gsupervigion of the chief of the RO while

a

a cavalry'él 151on had a reconnalssance battalibn'with a total
31 |
otrengtn uf about 300 men.

In gpneral thu Tngthnbhlp of the d*v151onal RO to the
3”variou° command elements of the Formetion was’ the same as that
'7C£vthq corps and army RO excopt that the dlvisional RO worked
"7 in maeh cleser co-operation with intelligence personnel of the
:i?éubofdinate units within the divieicn. As & front line orgeni-

‘gation in direct contaét wi£h the enemy, the divisional KO vwas

& primary collecting péint for vital, first-hand combat intelli-
gence. Principal sources of 1ntclllgpn e were *nten51ve ground
» obgervation and réconnaissance, prisoner interrbgation, and
vexploltdtlon o10 cawuﬁred documenﬁs, which the Soviets considered
& vital source of rullaole information. Specialized intelligence
wa s procured‘thr h ulmllar sources and sgervices &as g d to

the dlvision. | |

Prlwoners were kcpt at lelulunal lavcl for a very short
time @one to three hours) and were then sent on to corps or army.
Copies of the interrégation reports accompanied the prisoners
to higher headqguarters, and, on the basis of these reports, corps

and army RO's (and specialized intelligence units) selected

~100-
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-individual priéoners for further interrogaticn. Captured

documents were also sent to higher headyuarters after a brief
scanning at division.

Because of its proximity to the front lines, the RO at
division made ﬁumeréus reports concerning important changes or
developments in the situation to higher, lower, and neighboring
units as soon ag information had been received and evaluated.

In addition to these "spot-news" reports, routine reports were

sent twice daily to corps (or army), and lower units were briefed
32

frequently on the enemy situation.

At regimental level, in both infantry and artillery regiments,
the second assistant te the chief of staff (PNSn 2) was responsible
for the direction of intelligence activities. A stalf interpreter
wa s arsigned to the PNSh 2 to assist in the interrogation of
prisoners and the evaluation of captured documents, A reconnuissance
platoon of 23 men and a cavalry squad of 14 men were assigned
to an infantry regiment. An intelligence platoon was assigned
to the headquarters battery of an artillery regiment, and a
reconnéissance équad detached from this platoon was sometimés‘
attached to an értillery battery. The PNSh 2 was chiefly con-
cerned with the collection, evaluation, and forwarding of
information and, in carrying out the approved divisional intelli-

gence plan, was authorized to issue direct orders both to

~103=-
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divisional and regimental recounaissance units. Frequent patrols
were ordered by the PHSh 2 to bring in prisoners who were in-
' 33

terrogated briefly before being evacuated to division.

- The regiment was the lowest echelon in which an officer
was sseigned specifically to intelligence duties and nothing else.
In battalions the deputy commander carried on intelligence
activities in addition to his tactical duties. German-speaking
‘personnel was plentiful in the Red Army, and interpreters (though
wtreined in intelligence methods) were usually available to
battalion and compeny commanders for purposes of interrogating

35

German prisoners.

5, Soviet Para-Military Political, Security, and
Counterintelligence Acencies

@he Main quitical Dirgctorate of the Commissariat of Defense,
the Commissariats of State Security and Internal Affairs, the
00 NKVD, and the latter's sucéessor, the GUKR NKO (ﬁmersh), Were
all concgrged to a greater or less degree with the interrogation
of prisoners of war. Their inner relationships and the intricate
divisions of function and authority delegated to these organizations
were so complex that even Soviet citizens were often confused,
éspecially since marked changag in organization and responsibility
took place during the war. One thing these agencles had in comuon

was well recognized by all: they were instruments of the Communist

“104-
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Party with the function of insuring the seeurity of the Soviet
regime. Consequently, they werc feared both by Soviet citizens
end by prigsoners of war.

a, The Main Political Directorate

The Main Political Directorate played a major role in the
qinterrogation program, especially during the latter stages of the
War° This directorate maintained political staffs in the ficld
headquarters of the Red Army in echelons down to and including
divisions. Little informatioh is available on the tables of
organization of these staffs, but it may be assumed that several
interrogators and interpréters were asgigned to the politicel
section at division headqﬁérters, At this level prisoners were
subjected to long, exhaustive interrogations covering their
personal history, politics, and morale, and any obserﬁed effects
of Soviet propaganda on German soldiers. An example of a political
questlomnnaire is reproduced in Appendix ITL, Item 2, with a
directive, Item 1, outlining methods to be employed in conducting
guch interrogations.

Information gained by members of the politicul staff wos
E ﬁot made available to militﬁry intelligence, but rather the re-
ports were sent through Political Directorate channels to the

main office in Moscow. A copy of each interrogation report,

~105—
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presunably, was turned over to the NKVD at the camp where the
prisoner was sent, ihus contributing to the ffequent assumption
of the German priéoners that the political interrogation in the
field had been conducted by the NEKVD.

Sirce the Main Political Directorate conducted the psycho-
logical warfare program in the field, 1ts interrogators were
particularly interested in securing ideas and material to use
in propaganda leaflets and front-line loud-speaker broadcasts.
Other functions of this agency were the strengthening of the
Communist party in the Red Army and the political indoctrination
of Red Army_troops, partisans, civilians in occupiéd areas, and
prisoners. Personnel were attached to the various staffs as
political officers or "commissars," while others were assigned
to trcop units where they exercised a decisive influence in
maintaining‘morale and fighting gpirit in the ranks. Although
this directorate was constitutionally subordinate to the NKC,
actually it was the chief agency of the Communist party for
control of the Red Army and received its basic directives from

' 36
the Central Committee of the party. (See Figure 3).

The commissar, to quote an official directive, was the
"Father and Soul" of his militery unit and during the war with
Finland the ranking political commissar of a military unit en-

joyed greater authority than its tactical commander; Differences

~106~
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of opinion between commanders and commissars on purely military“
matters during the Finnish Campaign (1939-40) led to reverses in
the field, with the result that in 1940 commissars were reduced
tc the. status of assistant commanders for political matters only.
The military reverses in the summer of 1941 which led to wholesale
surrenders, desertions, and low morale caused Stalin to reinstate
the commissars in order to restore discipline, morale, and
patriotism. Military commanders, whose prestige and influence
increased as the. war progreséed, naturally rcsented interference
in tactical matters. Because of the growing pressﬁre from the
Army, plus the critical military situation, Stalin again reduced
the status of commissars in October 1942 to that of assistant
commanders for political matters only. At this time,:commissars
were put in uniform and given military rank which, in di&ision
and lower commands, was usually equivalent to that of the chief
of stafff At army group level, the head political officer was

27
chiel of the political directorate attached to headquarters.

b. History of the Soviet Secret Service

o

Although the military intelligence agencies conducted tactical
interrogations of prisoners, the Commissariat of Internal Affairs
(NKVD) was the most importent single agency involved in the interro-

gation of captured personnel. In addition to the strategic

-107-
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interrcgation program, the NKVD had the entire responsibility of

Vsl

evacuating prisoners from the corbet arcas (that is, from prluoner—
of-war cagss at arny level) and for their security, care, utili-
zation, and "political re-educaticn" (propagandization) in
prisoner—of—waf éamps. These activities were only & small part

of the responsibilities of the NKVD which excrcised a dominating
influence over practically all citizene and enterprises of the
Soviet Unicn. 1Ite work was intimately related to that of the
Comnissariat of State Security (NKGB), and, in order to clarify
'their relationships, it is necessary to review briefly the history

28

f these two organizations.

ollowing the Bolshevist sclzure of power in the 1917 revolu-

tion, the Cheks -- "The Extroordinary Commission for the Fight
Against Counter-Revolution, Sebotage, and Speculation" -- was

organizea.‘ This agéncy became the executive arm §f the Bolsheviks
and used terroristic methods to gain and hold powef for the
mincrity political group which had engineered the revolution.
Police terrorism, an informant net within the country, and sub-
versive propaganda in foreign countries were methods utilized
by the Cheka which have charactbrlzed Soviet secret service methods
ever since. |

In 1922, the Cheka was renamed, to reduce its noﬁoriety,

the State Political Dirictor e GPU) end bl roostrensth of

~10%- '
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more than lOO OOO mcmbers’ A year later it waSICUnstitutionally
"legallzed as the Unltbd State Polltlcal Directorate (OGPU)

with branches in the various republlcs (GpU! ).. Internal security
and border trOOns were placed under the jurisdiction of the OGPU
whlch also bet up so-called "Military Sections" (VO GPU) for sur-
veillance of the Red Army and Navy. *

In 1934, thernewly organized Peoples' Commissariat of Internal
Affairs (NKVD) abgorbed the OGPU along with a2ll local pollce organl—
zations (militla) end firemen. ©Secret service operatlons Qe}u
consolidated ihto the Main Directorate for State Security (GUGB)
of the NKVD.I The military surveillance sections were enierged
and renamed Special Sections (00) of the NKVD. Other sections-"
of the GUGB, the Fofeign Section (INO)Aand the Counterinﬁelligence
Section (KRO), were the principal agencles of secret service
operations abfoad. Along‘with these organizational changes, the
NKVD received.uelimited power through tﬁe passago of Artielee 58,
1b, lv of the RSFSR cade‘ in 1934. Tho NKVD reached tho pesk of
1ts power in L939 at WhLCh timo it embraced tbe entlre Soviet
seccrot service, domestic and forelgn. Its total peruonnel numbered
at least a m11110n persone. |

A brlcf attempt was made early in 1941 to glve the GUGB the ‘

status of a peoples' commlusarlat, but this was ﬂroppeﬂ with the

beginning of the war with Germany, and the OO NKVD m11nta1nod 1L¢
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surveillapqe operations»throughout the quiet armed forces.
Thesé uhits were alieﬁ te the structure of , the Red Army, and
there wéé épbarently aﬁstroﬁg desire cn the pdrt of the militﬁry
fo climinéte WKV surVeillance and to put the entire military
intulligeﬁce and gquntefintolligence service under the juris-
Giction of the Commissariat of Dofense (ko) .

ACpordlngly, in thc spring of 194), sweeping reorganiza-
;tlonal changes were 1nst1tutod A Nuin Dlrectorate of Counter-

inuelllgonce (GUKR NKO) was orgenizerd which was pxomytly

1nipkna.med Smersh, or "Death to the Spies.” ThlS dramatic title
waé intended, at least in purt; to cambuflage the principal
functlon Jf thu organlaatlon which was otlll surveillance over
Red Army per sonanel. GUKR units attached to the loxgr headquarters
of the fleid forces were known as OKR NKO gﬂgggh.AO brom a
practlcal standp01nt, a2ll that happened was that members of the

00 NKVD now put on unlforms and assumed mllltary rank (with the

letters GB ~—’"State Security" -- attached to their rank designa-

tions) albqg with a new name for their organization GUKR NiO (Smersh).

Personnel‘and functions remained theléamé;

At thé éﬁmé tiﬁe the abbve mentioned chaﬁges took place, the
GUGB wa g scparatud from the NKVD and made the Peoples' Commissariat
of utate Security (NKGB). The GUKR (and its suboralnate units)

and the NKGB, thus; were both off-shoots of the NKVD; and all

~-110-~
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three agencies continued to maintain close relationships. The
Red Army theoretically had its own counterintelligence service,
but in reality the GUKR received its directions from the NKGB.
A Smersh unit attached to a field headquarters of the Red Army,
for instance, was responsible not to the military commender of
the unit but to the Smersh unit of the next higher hoa.dqu:';r‘c.e:r*.‘3aljﬁL

. The NEKVD'

The Peoples! (ommlquarlat of Internal Affairs 'NKVD) and its
activities are of primary interest +o this study since this agoncy
conducted some of the tactical and practically all of the strategic
prisoner-of-war interrogation program. Military regulations re-
quired that prisoners be evacuated as rapidly as possible from
the point of capture back to army headquarters where jurisdiction
over them passed from the Red Army to the NKVD. Military intelli-
gence officers and interrogators of forward echelons of the army
were enjqined to question prisoners briefly and only on matters
pertaining to the immediate tactical situation. From N VD—opcrated
prigoner-of-war cages at army level, prisoners were evacuated
'dlrcctly to prlbon camps in the 1nterlor of Russia under the guard
of NKVD Convoy and Railroad Troops. “ Above army level, military
intelligence agencles (the RU's and the GRU) were permitted to

question only a very few of the more important prisoners. The

-111-
Approved For Release 2002/01/10 : CIA-RDP65-00756R000400030001-4

secrer SECRET



Approved For Release 2§0§I%1§I0E: QIA-RDPg-Igf@(‘I&OE‘iﬁQ%OOMA

military surveillance units of the NKVD (until their transfer to
the GUKR NKO in 1943) interrogated enemy deserters, recovered
Red Army personnel, suspectéd enemy agents, Soviet citizens in
areas rccovered from the enmemy, and other categories of personncl
suspected of subversive tendencies or activities. |

In addition to prisoners captured by the Red Army and turned
over to the NKVD, prisoners were also captured by NKVD Border
Troops and Security Troops. These semi-military units included
intelligence divisioﬁs in their organizations which conducted
 both tactical and strategic interrogations of prisoners.

Semimilitary NKVD guard units operated all the prisoner-
of-war camps where NKVD interrogation teams conducted an ex-
haustive strategic and "political" intcrrogation program. In
the prisoner-of-war camps, the NKVD was also responsible for the
political "re-education" program and the promulgation of various
anti-fascist movements such as the antifa movement and the Free
Germany Committee/among the prisoners. Prisoners of all enemy
nations were subjected to this propaganda program. NKVD control
of prison labor, both domestic prisoners and prisoners of war,
_inVOlved the NKVD in extensive construction, mining, fishing,
and development projects. ‘Providing manpower for comstruction
and maintenance of all roéds and highways, for instanée, was one

of the responsibilities of this Commissariat.

~-112-
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During World War II, literallyumillions of prisoners fell
into the hands of the Russians. The task of caring for these
prisoners was only one of the NXVD'g many'important responsibilitios.
The principal mission of the NKVD:GHS the maintenance of internal
security in the Soviet Union. In the execution of this nission,
the NKVD conducted frontier and coastal patrols and security
operstions in the rear areas of combat zones, controlled all
local police and fire departments, maintained special trbops for

se against sabotage and insurrection, was responsible for
nassive air-defense measures, had certain responsibilities in
the conduct of partisan warfare in enemy occupled territories,
and conducted many other types of counterintelligence and
. 43
security activities.

In its organizational structure, the NKVD consisted of
approximately eleven main directorates. (See Figure 6.) A number
of these directorates had counterparts in the governmenté of the
various republics; others, such as the Main Directorate of
Prisoner-of-War Camps, were "411-Union" organizations which
directed their operations from Moscow without reference to the
republics.

| Comparatively littio well~substantiated infurmation is
avallable on the organization of the Mein Directorate of Prisoner-

of -War Camps. The following discussion and the accompanying
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chart (Figure 7) are based on a report by & former German
prisoner who served as an interprefer énd bookkeeper in a‘Soviet
prison camp from February léAéluntil Scptémbér 1947 (after the

_ : 4t - ‘
- NKVD had become the MVD) .

] .
A

.The former German prisoner stated that Soviet érisonér—of—war
camps were administered by the MVD through its DepartmentISeven
(probably a'numerical designatioh for the Main Directorate of-
Prisonér;of—War Camps).45 Subordinate to Department Seven were
District Directorates of the Affairs of Priéonéfs and Infernees,’

Seach of which was responsible for apﬁointiné tﬂe commenders of

camps Within its district. At least three difforent.officersf
served on the staff of the district commanders: a Poliéiéall
.Officer in charge of the political indoctrination of priscners
and of the diétrict antifalschool, an Operations Officer iﬁ.’.
bharge of interrogations and investigations, and a Sanitation
Officer. ThelOperatiQns Officer co-ordinated his investigations
with thosé bf the district prosecutor in their attempts to seek
out war cri&iﬁals. The staff of e Camp Commander (Nachalnik
nggzg)vincluaed officers in charge of the following sections:
mess suﬁply;:élothing supply, political, labor, finance, and
administration and traﬁsport officers. | o

The éamps were assigned guard and escort personnel, éccording

to the German source, by the Main Directorate of MVD Troops
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locatoa in Moscow. A sttxict DerCtOrdtG for Bscort and

Convoy TrOOpo (ObLastnovc lravlenle) SUPGTVide and le@thd

such troops at the dlstrlct level A so-called Command of an

MVD Escort and Convoy Garrlson (Nuchalnnk Garnlson Konv01n1kh

Voisk MVD) was tho loviest echelon (camp level) in this branch
of the‘MVD'ffoopé: Guard péfsoﬁnel:was asSigned to campsbat a
rétio 6f one guard for cvery foﬁf_or five convicts, éne guard
fdr every'ﬁénfﬁfisoners in training'cdmps,wdﬁd one guéfd for
very twentj to 81xty prisoners in ordinary prisoner-of-war
47,
camps .
Officers and eniisted men were intérned in different camps,

'dnd officers were further é@parated in cemps for compaﬁy grade,
field grade; officefs of the‘General Staff, and general cfficers.
In éam@s for enlisted men, officers were aséigned only to the
L S S - 48
extent required to perform necessary administrative duties.
Gefméﬁ'medical ﬁefSOnnel were assigned fo cﬁmps to administer
to prlboners"medlcal ncpds, though lack of medicines and

mtruments resulted in entirely inadequate medical care for
the pfiéonefs. Although prlson camps were pcatt sred all over
the Soviet Union, sub~camps were set up close to labor projects
or factories to-redﬁce the smount of time consumed in méréhing
to and ffbﬁ”wofk. Highly qualifind specialists were sometimes

billeted at their places of work wherc they were guarded loosely

-115-
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or not at all. Other categories of camps included those for
political prisoners (members of the Waffen SS, Allgemeine SS

and other members of Naﬁi Party organizations) where conditions
were usually far more rigorous than in ordinary camps; special
vpunishment camps about which little 1is known,Ag and camps-where
selocted prisonefs‘received'special courses of training (e.g.,
Antifs schools) from Which they were sent to dthef camps to carry
on political propagahda orAto'their homes as repatriates to ferm
the nucleue ef a Communist movement in their native countries.

Conditions in the camps were invariably harsh if.nof com-
nletely brutal, though it should}be noted that the Russians did
ﬁot trea£ their ovn people any better in Soviet labor (concentration)
cemps. hll prisoners were required to work at tesks which included
gstrictly military projects such ae maaufacturing and transporting
ammuhition_or clearing ﬁine fields in the most advanced front
lines. Sheltef consisted of crowded wooden barracks or earthen
bunkers su;rqunded by several rows Qf barbed wire, and every
cemp included a “punishment bunker," a prison with solitary con-
finement cells A large number of prisoners died in these camps
from'hunger, disease, exposure, and overwork, »
An NKVD interrogation team was invariably attached to the

staff of euch of the "political" camps but not necessarily to each

51

ol the ordinary priscner-of-war camps. The leaders of these
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teams were skillful linguists and trained, experienced inter-
rogators; toward the end,bfjthegwar,vmembers of these ‘teams were
possessed of a surprisingly detaediled knowledge of military, techni-
cal, and industrial matters upon which they wished to secure
additional information. . The interrogation teams placed stool
plgeons ambng the prisoners, especially in the punishment bunkers,
who conducted intensive and continuous spy activities.

Of interest to this study is a postwar report concerning
& prisoner—of-war camp located near Moscow where particularly
important prisoners -- generals, staff officers, strategists,
scientists —- were brought together for careful andﬂintensive
interrogationvby & special staff. of investigators.5d Approximately
6,000 prisoners were kept at this center which had a staff of at
lecast 500 Soviet investigators, interrogators, andvadministrative
personnel. The camp functioned, in part, as a research center
for foreign military strategy. Preliminary interrogations were
said to last for three months after which less important individuals
were transferred to other camps while the remaining prisoners were
subjected to further detailed interrogations. The most important
of the latter group were gometimes transferred to an MVD interro-
gation center in Moscow.5j Every nationality represented among
the prisoners had its own Communist Pa:ty orgenization, and all

prisoners were required to attend classes where they werc subjected
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‘to pro-Communist propaganda.

Both before and during the war, the USSR maintained a large
force, the Border Troops, which were charged with the security of
the land and sea frontier. The border of thé USSR was divided
into Border Districts manned by Border Battalions which averaged
from 1,000 to 1,200 in strength and which maintained a R4-hour
guard over zones extending back from the frontier approximately
sixty miles in depth. An Air Brigade, directly subordinate to
the NKVD, assisted the Border Tropps‘in the performance of their
security mission.

As the Border Battalions entered the theaters of operations
during World War II, they were redesignated Security Troops «f the
Rear Area of the Red Army, and a sepafate Main Directorate was
created to supervise this body of troops. (Figure 6.) The
individual battalions were re-organized as Security Regiments
which were subordinate to army groups where they came under the
command of the Chief of the Security Troops of the Rear Area.
Normaelly, one Security Regiment was assigned to the rear of each
army where their mission was to apprehend enemy agents, Red Army
stragglers, and deserters, and to eliminate enemy parachute or
reconnaissance units which had penetrated into the rear area.54

The Main Directorate of Border Troops included a 5th

(Intelligence) Directorate (RU). Border Battalions and Security
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Regiments each had Intelligence Sectionz (RO's). 4ll such in-
‘telligence sections were similarly organized and had four sub-
sections: (1) Section for Border Intelligence -- observation
of the loyalty of the Soviet population in the Border District
and detection of espionage activities; (2) Section for Foreign
Intelligence -- procurement of information and conduct of
counterespionage in adjacent foreign territory; (3) Section for
Information -- collection, eveluation, and dissemination of
information and interrogation of prisoners; and (4) Assistant
Chief for Signal Communications.55

The Border Troops were but one of the semimilitary forces
of the NKVD. The Interior Troops were moblle forces organized
to insure ﬁhe security of the state. Operatiohal Troops were
responsible for security of the interior of the country and of
key instailﬁﬁions and individualé; when necessary, they guarded
railroads and prisons. Railway Troops normally defended railway
lines and installations and operated armored trains. Convoy Troops
protected the movement of all troops and supplies and convaoyed
prisoners to prison camps from the rear areas of armies. Signal
Troops of the NKVD, apart from their principal functions of
improving communications security of all agencles of the Soviet
Government and maintaining communications systems for NKVD staffs

%

and units, performed the important intelligence operation of
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monitoring enemy broadcasts.

The secufity forces of the NKVD were made up of carefully
selected individuals; practically all of them were members of
the Communist Party or the Komsomol. During World War II the
combined strength of these units was well over half a million.57

The security mission of the NKVD was shared, after 1943,
with the NKGB. The latter Commissariat was responsible for
‘nonmilitary secret service operations, both at home and abroad.
Except for the fact that the NKGB exercised direct, though
unofficial, supervision over the military surveillance units
(OXR NKO Smersh), the Commissariat had very little to do with the
prisoner-of-war interrogation program; consequently, no further

58
delineation of its organization will be presented here.

d. Main Counterintelligence Administration of the
Armed Forces (GUKR)

As has been noted, the Special Sections of the NKVD (00 NKVD)
which maintained surveillanqe over the Soviet Armed Forces were
placed under the jurisdiction of the Peoples! Commissariats for
Defense and for the Navy by order of the State Defense Committee
on 10 May 1943. This was simply a "paper® transfer; personnel
of the 00 NKVD put on military uniforms and became members of the
Main Directorate of Counterintelligence, but their mission and

59

methods of operation remained the same. Despite the transfer
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to the armed forces, the GUKR NKO (Smersh) continued to take
directions, unofficially, from its former parent organization,
the GUGB, now the Peoples' Commissariat of State Security (NKGB).

Since officials of both the Smersgh units and the NKGB were

originally members of the NKVD and had been trained in NKVD
schools, relations among the three agencies were close, and they
maintained a coﬁtinuous exchange of information on matters of
mutual interest. The GUKR NKO also co-operated closely with the

60
Main Political Directorate of the NKO.

-
The missions of the GUKR NKO and its subordinate organizatlons
were “supervision of the loyalty‘of individual members of the
Soviet Armed Forces, the detection of foreign espionage agents
and activities, and the performance of counterintelligence missions
in enemy areas.él Interrogation of captured persomnel and, more
frequently, of Soviet citizens and members of the Red Armyipl&yed
an important but’comparatively minor part in the over-all operations
of the Smersh units. The following brief discussion of Smersh
organization and operations at various levels in the armed forces.
will be followed, in turn, by a more defini%ive_discussion of
Smersh activities and prerogatives in the field of interrogation.
‘Activities of the GUKR NKO at Moscow level were directed

by a chief with the assistance of & Secretariat and an Adminis-

trative Bureau. Individual zones of activity were divided emong

Y
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approximately thirteen sections; UKR's,of fronts and armies had
almost idehtical, though correspondingly smaller, organizations.
Thevthirteen gectlons were éntitled: Staff Surveillance, Tropp
Surveillance, Counter-Espionage, Technical and Signal Surveillance,
Co-operation with Partisans, Investigation, Cénsorship, Security

Control, Information, Cipher, Persomnel, Komendantura (Policé

with subordinate guard companies), and Troika (a summary court).

In most cases the titles of the gections are indicative of function.
Each of these sections supervised and directed the activities of
its corresponding section in the next lower echelon.

At cdrps and division level the Smersh unit (OKR) usually -

consisted of a chief and four assistants who headed Operations,
Investigation, and Administration Sections, and a guard platoon.

At regimental and battalion levels, the Smersh organization was

represented only by individual Plenipotentiary Operatives who
directed and supervised the activities of numerous informers,
each of whom was recruited secretly ffom the ranks by a
plenipotentiary and required to spy upon an assigned number of
immediate associates.62

A Smersh unit was attached to the headquarters of a Red Army
fleld organization for "quarters and ratiéns," but it was neither

under the command of nor responsible to the commanding officer of

the military unit. Rather, it was an independent police and spy
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organization within the military unit to which it was attached,

and each Smersh unit was respongible only to its superior unit

at the next higher echelon of the military command. At army

level a UKR NKQ unit congsisted of ffom 75 to 100 officers and men

- plus a guard company with a strength of at least a hundred men.

At corps ievel an OKR unit had a strength of approximately twenty

officers and men with a guard platoon of from twenty to thirty

men, and at division the strength was approximately ten officers

and men plus a guard platoon.63 (Personrel of the guard complements

served as guards for Smersh installations and as guard-escorts for

prisoners.) Working directly under the divisional Smersh unit

were three regimental and nine battalion plenipotentiary operatives.
The principal missioﬁ of Smersh, that of surveillance, was

carried out by informers recruited from the ranks by the regimental

and battalion plenipotentiaries. The names of these informers

were kept very secret ~- each informer knew only the person to

whom he made reports. This complex spy network, in one way or

another, involved about one-sixth of the members of the armed forces.

Quite understandably, Smersh was both feared and hated by the

military, from the highest commander to the Jowest private, but

no individual dared refuse when recruited as an informer for fear

of becoming suspect. Having become a stool pigeon, he had to

report faithfully every suspicious word and deed; an overlapping
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system of surveillance permitted a check on the accuracy and
completeness of the reports of each informer. Even small ﬁatrols
usually included one informer to insure no desertions. In times
of battle, the informers were authorigzed to take direct action
to prevent cowardice or desertion. Because of the large number
of informers, penetration of Soviet ranks by enemy agents was
made extremely difficult. The Germans have testified that the
system was an effective counterintelligence measure against
their own secrect service,64

0f particular interest to this study are the operations of
the Investigation Sections which conducted most of the Smersh
interrogations. Smersh units exercised pawerful prerogatives
over the army in reserving for themselves the exclusive right to
interrogate certain categories of prisoners of war and various
groups of Soviet soldiers or citizens suspected of disloyalty.
The punitive function of Smersh was indicated by its title,
"Death to the Spies." During the war, Smersh units were authorized
to trénslate this title into direct action. Prisoners suspected
of being spies, fanatical Nazis accused of atrocities, and Soviet
soldiers or citizens accused of disloyalty were frequently shot
by the Smersh units; no trial was necessary -- only a brief
investigation and interrogation conducted by the Investigation

65

Section. Such executions were usually conducted in secret.

~12/~
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Ag has been ncoted, Smersh units conducted interrogations
of both Soviet and enemy personnel. A captured orderbstated-that,
"All persons who come from the enemy side of the front are to be

- | o _ - . 66
arrested and brought to the counterintelligence /Smersh/ units.":
Both the Germans and the Russians frequently recruited agents from
among prisoners of war or captured spies anduattemptcd to send
them back to their units to act as "double-sgents," to commit
acts of sabotage, to spread subversive propaganda, or to recruit
‘deserters. Similar attempts were made to recruit agents from
among the civilian population of an occupied area. (This was
particularly effective when tha:recruitipg agency could hold
members of theirecruit‘s family as hostages thus insuring the
"loyalty" of the agent.) The Soviets, therefore, had well-founded
reasons to suspect the loyalty of any of their own personnel. whao,
for any reason, had returned from behind enemy lines. Returnces!
explanations (such as-having been surrounded, cut-off, or having
escaped from capture) were regarded as "cover stories! given to
them by the enemy intelligence service until thorough investi-
gation had proved otherwise. The principal catepories of Soviet
personnel intcrrogated by Smersh units were:

(a) Soviet officers or enlisted men turncd up by the

surveillance network who were suspected or accused

of digaffection, disloyalty, cowardice, or sabotage,
or of acting as agents for the cnemy:;

~125-
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(b) A1l Soviet deserters:

{c) All Red Army ﬁroops who had been surrounded or
cut off by the enemy.

(d) All Soviet returnees who claimed to have escaped
from enemy capture, or who had escaped capture
after having been cut off or wounded behind the
eneny lines.

{e) All recruits for the Red Army from territories
occupied at any time by the enemy.

(f) Soviet civilians in terrltorles recovered from
ehemy occupatlon

Obviously, in the case of lurge units which had been surrounded
by'tha eneﬁy, investigation would have coneisted of a routipe
screening of the individuels, but the smaller grouﬁs and individuals
vere¢ carcefully investigated, especialiy if they had becn absent
trom their organizations for some time.

No Soviet commander was permitted to take a former service-
man (who had returned from cnemy lines) into his unit without
permission or order of a Smersh unit. To reinstate a former
officer or noncommissioned officer required the approval of the

chief of a Smersh unit at army group level. All returnees whose

cases were questionable were sent to "special camps" operated
by the NKVD, During the war there were usually one or two of
these observation camps for each front. Following a period of
investigation and observation, the fate of éach individual was

i
decided by a Troika (o summary court). The sentence could be:

~126~
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(1) complete rehabilitation and re-enlistment, (2) assignment
to disciplinary units, (3) sentence to prison or a slave~labor
camp, or (4) death.
Only two general categories of prisoners-of-war were interro-
gated by Smersh units:
(a) All enemy agents apprehended by the Army or turned
up by the surveillance net operated by Smersh. These
agents were questioned on the methods and organization .
of the enemy secret service; in certain cases agents
were suborned and sent back through the enemy lines
as agents for the Soviets.
(b) All prisoners of operational interest to the NKVD,
that is, active members of Fascist organizations
(such as the SS and SA), prominent enemy political

personages, and personnel assigned to enemy intelli-
gence services.09 \

Interrogéﬁion of prisoners by Smersh began at division lével
sihce this Waé the lowest echelon at which Smersh maintained a
unit héadquartérs with facilities for guarding and intérrogating
brisoners of waf. Prisoners had beén screened at battalion or
regimentai 1é§el, and those caﬁegories of pfisoners which were of
interest to Smersh were turned.over to that organiéation upon their
arrival af divigion headqu;rters. Such prisoners wére séidom
turned back to the Army for further expleoitation by military'in—
telligence sections. Spies and the more fanatical Nazis were
often shot after they had been interrogated; prisoners who had

been members of the elite Nazi troop units were usually sent to

~-127~

Approved For Release 2002/01/40, gl%—%pPGS-@)E@O@{@p@?OOMA



ApprO\)ed For Release 2002/04/%0 @%RDPGS-@E@%EWOOMA . e

camps where conditions were even more rigorous than in the
ordinary prisoner-of-war camps.,
No official co-ordination of effort secmed to exist between

& Smersh unit and the military intelligence unit of the same head-

quarters. Such co-operation as has been known to take place from
time to time was probably on a personal basis between officials.
For instance, it is known that Smersh officials sometimes called
in military intelligence interrogators to assist in the interro-
gation of prisoners. Captured enemy agents who had been "twisted
around" by the Smersh unit were often sent to the military iatelli-
gence section for briefing before being sent back to the enemy as
agents for the Sovinets.7O It is logical to assume that important
tactical intelligence gathered by Smersh interrogators was prassed
on to the tactical commander. As a rule, however, the Smersh

unit kept its findings secret fromxthe military unit to which it
was attached; at the same fime, the Smersh unit kept an especially
intensive surveillance over the personnel and activities of the

“intelligence section (the RU or RO) of the unit of which it was

a part.
D. Summary

‘The interrogation of captured personnel in time of war

normally takes place within the intelligence service of the armed
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forces of a belligerent. In the Soviet Union during World War 11,
however, the'intelligence service of the Soviet Armed Forces was
only one of several intelligence agencies involved in the ex-
ploitation of prisoners of war as sources of information. The
reasons for this were inherent in the Soviet form of government.

The small cligue headed by Stalin which rules the Soviet
Union has maintained itself in power by ruthleSsly stamping out
all oppoéition. In order to discover opposition, the Soviet
leaders have instituted one of the most lntensive surveillance
systems throughout the Soviet Union and its satellites that the
. world has ever known. This surveillance system operates even

within the Politburg, the inner circle of the Communist party

which actually governs Russia. One of the techniques of main-
‘4dining power, practiced by the ruling clique, is to foster
rivalry, suspicion, and distrust between individuals whé have
“peen assigned overlapping responsibilities and between agencies
which have overlapping missions. The Communist party actually
functions as a huge counterintelligence agency, and its individual
members, both in Russia and abroad, act as informers on cach other
and on nommembers. From among the more trustworthy and fanatical
of the party members, the Politburo has chosen personnel for its
various intelligence and counterintelligence agencies. As &

part of the "divide and rule" technique, no one agency has been

-129-~
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permitted to gain complete control over one field of activity,
and when any one organization has threstened to become all~
powerful, reorganization and purges have been used to restore
the balance of power.

Despite an elaborate pretense of decentralization of
intelligence activities, the inner circle within the Politburo
has carefully maintained its coﬁtrol over Soviet intelligence
agencies at ali times. Thus, as has been previously discussed,
the Cheka became the OGPU; this, in turn, was incorporated within
the NKVD as the GUGB; during the war the GUGB was separated from
the NKVD to become the NKGB, but its surveillancs functions over
the Red Army were assigned to the GUKR NKO (Smersh), a function
shared to a certain extent by the Main Political'Directorate of
the NKO. The.military intelligence agency of the armed forces,
the GRU, was given a lerger measure of independence during the
war as a matter of military necessity (though it was still sub-
jected to intensive surveillance). The system of checks and
balances was so complex as to cause confusion among the Russians
themselves concerning the spheres of authority enjoyed by various
ageﬁcies of the Soviet secret service.

That Communist Russia has becn continually engaged in a
"class war" with all noncommunist nations and that this war will

continue until the proletariat has triumphed and brought all
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nations under the banner of Communism is a basic tonet of Soviet
philésophy. Therefore, the operations of Soviet secret éervice
agencies have alwéys been directed to a greater or less degree,
according to the type of agency,’towar&'other;ndﬁibné'as well

as toward thé population of the USSR. :By nature of its mission,
the Soviet military intelligence sefvioe dirccts its operations
of military intelligénce largely to the gathering of tactical
information while the gathering of strategic information was
delegéted to a number of other agencies,7l

Soviet leaders maintain the strictest censorship and centrol
over information about other countries which may be disseminéted
to Soviet citizens., Such information is collected and evaiﬁated
oniy by.top~level governmental agencies, and dissemination of
strategic intelligence is limited to a very few high-ranking
military leaders who are given only enough data to enable them
to accomplish their military missions.

Prior fo World War IT, the Soviet leaders had not been
able to assert contrbl over the Red Army to the degree exeréised
over most other So#iet ingtitutions. This situation resulted,
during the latter 1930's, in a ourge of.Red Army leadérs which
was espocially severe in Ehe military intelligence branch of
the Soviet Armed I‘“orces.’?r~ When Germany'invaded Rusgsia in

June 1941, the Soviet military intelligence service was weak,
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inexperienced, and greatly restricted in its operations, and

only dire military necessity forced Soviet leaders to give
military intelligence sufficient authority to carry out its
mission. Even with this additional authority, military in-
teliigence still operated‘within severely definéd limits, and

the intensity of surveillance over its personnel and operations
was increased. The Red Army as a whole managed to gain considerable
freedom from political restraint during the course of the war;
_paradoxically, the Communist party emerged from World War II with
a more firm control over the Red Army than ever before, largely
accomplished by granting party membership to large numbers of
Red Army personnel.

Because of the division of responsibilities between various
intelligence agencies, Sbviet interrogation of prisoners of war
was carried out by several organizations, each of which was limited
to a definite field of inquiry. Of these organizations, all of
them except the military intelligence service were direct, though
unofficial, agencles of the Communist party, and, significantly,
these were the organizations which were permitted to gather
strategic information.

In brief, the various Soviet intelligence agencies which

engaged in the interrogation of captured personnel were as follows:

-132~
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(1) Militery Intelligence: Red Army military intelli-
gence opcrations were directed by the Main Intelligence
Administration (GRU) of the Peoples' Commissariat of
Defense (NKO); the GRU was also the Secend Division of
the Red Army General Staff. Intelligence sections (RU's
and RO's) were included on the staffs (shtab) of army
groups (fronts), armies, corps, divisions, and brigades;
the sccond assistant to the chief of staff of a regiment
(PNSh-2) directed intelligence activities at that level,
and the assistant commanders of battalions and companies

~assumed intelligence duties in addition to their other
duties. Interrogation of prisoners, evaluation, and
dissemination of intelligence were generally the responsi-
bility of the information sublivision of an intelligence
staff section. The various arms and services of the rRed
Army each had intelligence sections (RO's) which interro-
guted appropriate technical speccilalists among the prisoners.
Prisoners were interrogated at each echelon of military

- command until they arrived at army level where they came
under the jurisdiction of the NKVD, Military intelligence
interrogators were required to confine their questions to
matters perteining to the immediate tactical situation.
Above the level of army, ouly a very few of the more im-
portant prisoners were interrogated by military intelligence
agencies.

(2) Counterintelligence: "Spocial surveillance sectiong"

of the NKVD (00 NKVD) were attached to each headyuarters of

the Red Army down to the level of division until May 1942.

At that time the units came wnder the jurisdiction of the

Main Counterintelligence Directorate (GUKR NKO) of the
Commissariat of Defense and were known as UKR (or OKR) KKO
(ﬁmersh) units. They continued Lo take directions unofficially,
from the Commissariat of State Security (NKGB). Each Smersgh
unit was responsible only to the unit in the next higher
headquarters and not to the comnander of the military unit

to which it was attached. The principal unlssion of Smersh

was surveillance over Red Army personnel, but they interrogated
certain classes of prisoners of war, particularly captured
agents, onemy intelligence personnel, prominent political
personages among the prisoners, and capturced "political"

troops (members of 58 and SA units, et cetera). The army

was required to turn such prisoners over to the Smersh units.
Interrogation reports were sent to the Smersh unit of the

next higher headquarters; there was no official co-ordination
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of effort with the local military intelligence section.

(3) Main Political Directorate: Political sections,
under the Main Political Directorate of the NKO, were
attached to Red Army headquarters at all levels of

command down to and including division headguarters.
Prigoners were subjected to exhaustive interrogations

by members of the political staff, particularly on matters

pertaining to the morale of ecnemy troops and to psychological .

warfare.

(4) Peoples' Commissariat of Internal Affairs (NKVD):

All prisoners were turned over to the NKVD at army level.
NKVD guard and escort troops evacuated prisonmers to the
zone of interior where all prisoner-of-war camps were under
the jurisdiction of the Main Administration of Prisoner-of-
War Camps of the NKVD. Exhaustive tactical, political, and
strategic interrogations of prisoners were conducted in the
campe by highly trained NKVD interrogation teams. The NKVD
wag responsible for the propagandizing of prisoners and for
their exploitation as laborers. NKVD Border Troops and
Security Troops in the Rear Areas of the Red Army had in-
telligence sectlons (RO's) which conducted interrogations
of the limited number of prisoners captured by these semi-
military units.

These were the principal Soviet agencies which conducted
ihterrogation\ of prisoners of war. Also worthy of mention were
the partisan units which were of great importance in the intelli-
gence plan of the Red Army; these units sometimes exploited
prisoners as éourc 35 of information, but little is known about
partisan interrogations -- few prisoners survived capture by
partisans to tell of their experiences.

By the end of the second year of the war between Russia and
Germany, Soviet organization for the exploitation of priscners

as sources of information was extremely effective. While the
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Red Army was somewhat restricted'in the field of strategic
intelligence, it was permitted sufficient opportunity to exploit
prisoners for imméaiat@ tactiééi purposeg.' Despite the adminis-
trative difficulties, loss of time, and inefficlency inherent

in the over- dupartmentall7atlon which characterlzed the organLZdtLon
of the varlous 1ntelllgence agenCLGS, the extreme centrallzatlon
f controls whnch ex1sted in thls LOUalitarlan qtate permltted

a maximum utlllzatlon of prlsoner~of—war 1nformatlon once 1L

had been collectod from dll Nourcen and evaluatcd by the chou;n\}

| few at the top of the govelnmental btxucbure What the oyatem :

‘10bt in the way of Spced and cfflclency wu; gglned in thc n

‘thoroughneSb of th;»;ﬁtbrrogdtlon proceduro and the accuracy 01

deductlons based on.prlsoner-of-war information.

;o -135-
Approved For Release 2002/915(11 EIA RDP65 fﬁ@&%gg30001-4



Approved-For Iielease 2002/01¢1%: pm-RDP@EO@%({E)TO%OOM -4

CHAPTER VII

SOVIET REGULATIONS REGARDINGi
PRISONERS OF WAR

A, General

In keeping with the peacetime practices of all modern armed
forces, the Sov1et Army, prior to World War IT, developed a body
of regulatlons and procedures whlch were used in tralnlng and
which were to guide the conduct of operations in time of war.
Geperai instructions on the capture, interrogation, and epacuation
of pfisoners of war were issued and appeared in various field and
training manuals. Tables of organlzatlon prov1ded for intelllgence
officers down to battalion level These offlcers, as well as all
line officers, had presumably (but not necessarily) been given
at least elementary training in the technique of interrogation.

According to German sources, Soviet intelligence agencies,
in specific preparation for the war with Germany, collected
available German Army manuals, which were translated and dis-
tributed throughout the Red Army, in some instances as low as
‘corps headquarters.l They also conducted espionage in Germany,
exchanged intelligence with the Czechoslovakian Army, and
studied carefully their experiences of the Polish campaign.

Soviet theory, as set forth in the various instructions

pertaining to interrogation before World War II, was at
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considerable variance with actual'practieewin the early phases
of combat. For instance, the instructions emphasized the 1m-
portance of taking prisoners for purposes of interrogation, but
the majority of Germans captured by the Red Army early in the
conflict were killed, usually before questiqning. It cannot

be determined whether these killings were oedered by higher
headquarterg or were simply a manifestation of hate and of poor
training in the lower echelons. In a number of indivi&ual in-
vstances‘various headquarters criticized interrogation results

in lower echelons and issued orders prohibiting the killing of
prisoners and the stealing of their personal effects. One thing
is certain, however, the'indiscriminate killing of prisoners was
tolerated until the spring of 1942, if not longer.  Similarly,
Soviet intelligence preparation for war with Germany reveeled

a disparlty between purpose and accomplishment. The fileyqf
German Army manuals generally was limited to material which had
appeared before March 1939; at which time Czechoslovakia was
occupied and Russia lost that country as a source of military
intelligence. The Soviets exchanged very little, if any, infor-
mation with the Western Powers and, consequently, were deprived
of virtually all experience gained by the latter in the German
campaigns against Denmark, Norway, and France. The Soviet

program of esplonage is belleved to have  been greatly curtailed
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in Germany as‘avresﬁlt of the complete suppression of the
Communist party byvthe Nazis, While it can be assumed that

the Soviet General Staff was aware of the experience gained

in the field of prisoner inﬁerrogation during World War I and

the Civil and;the'Rdsso—PoliSh Wars that followed, it is apparent
that the Soviet high c;mmand failed to adequately train lower
headquarters in known techniques and procedures. The great
purges which took place from 1937 to 1939 particularly affected
persohnel in the intelligence services and on the General Staff
of the Red Army. The majority was arrested, imprlsoned and
executed; others fledlﬁhe country. Years of work in intelligence
was thereby cancelled out; and the new intelligence service at
the beginning of the war was weak and ineffective. The same

was true, and for the same reason, of military leadership in
general.4 Not until battle-tested leaders began to replace the
incompetents in late 1941 did morale and discipline improve in
the Red Arry. Subsequent improvement of the Red Army as a
fighting machine'wés paralleled by an improvement'iﬁ interro-
gation techniques and by an increasing emphasis on the importance

of interrogation as a means of gathering information.

B. bSovie’ Instruchions Issued in 1940
A set of instructions concerning the collection, interrogution,

and evacuation of prisoners (or deserters) was issued by the

SECRET gg]g:@il?iﬁi‘ﬁ?

Approved For Release 2002/01/10 : CIA-RDP65-00756R000400030001-4
-138-



Approved For Release 2002010 : CBA-RDP65D I AERIR dBPG30001-4

5
Deputy Peoples' Commander of Defense in February 1940.  The

Germans found a copy of these instructions in Poland in the
captured files of a Russian tank unit. This copy was one which
had been issued by the Fourth (Soviet) Army to its subordinate

units in September 1940, and it can be assumed, therefore, that

.+ the instructions were in force during the first stage of the

conflict between Germany and Russia. The fact that the Germens

| captured a second copy of these instructions which had been
received by the Trans-Caucasus Military District on 25 December
1941 supports this concluéion.6 Subsequent revisions of these
instructions and specific orders regarding interrogation are
available only in brief or fragmentery form, and most of the
changes must be surmised on the basis of known changes in or-
genization and procedure. Many of the 1940 instructions apparently
remained in force, at least in principle, throughout the war,
particularly as regafds evacuation.

The 1940 instructions comsisted of forty-nine articles
fbllowed by an appendix containing prisoner-report forms and
questionnaires designed to serve as guildes to interrogators in
a variety of typical combat situations. In the discussion of
these instructions which follows it will be noted that the pro-
cedures are similar to those practiced by the armed forces of

most modern nations and that the directions given are vefy
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general in natufe. It will also be noted that none of the in-
structions prescribes procedures contrary to accepted rules of
warfare, even thoﬁgh the Soviet Union was not a party to the
Geneva (Prisoner of War) Convention of 1929. These instructions
are not, of course, concerned with the treatment of a prisoner
subsequent to his evacuation from the combat zone nor with his
repatriatiéﬁ at the close of hostilities. |

The first three arﬁicles of the instructions are subtitled
"The Importance of Taking Prisoners." Articles 4 through 13
appear under the subtitle "Procedure for Collecting and Evacuating
Prisoners"; articles 14 through 41 under "Interrogation of
Prisoners"; and the last eight articles under "Evacuation of ~

Prisoners."

The Importence of Taking Prisoners

At the beginning of the instructions it was emphasized that
prisoners are a valuable source of intelligence to ail levels of
command énd staff. A well-orgenized system of interrogation and
of exploiting captured documents and materiel, it was stated, can
lead to the formulation of accurate data on the strength, organi-
zation, and intentions of the enemy. Troops were ufged to capture
prisoners as frequently as possible since the taking of a prisoner
is a clue, in itself, to the location of a certain enemy unit in

an area; the taking of meny prisoners can result in confirming the
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presence of anything from a small unit to an army group.

Procedure for Collecting and Evacuating Prisoners

Immgdiately after capture, prisoners were to be disarmed and
thoroughly searched for documents and concealed weapons. Unafmed”
soldlers were to conduct the search under the supervision of a
commanding officer while armed soldiers kept loaded wespons pointed
at the prisoners who stood with their hands raised. Officers and
members of "military-bourgeois" organizations (such as 85 units)
were to be given an especially thdrough search. Types of docu-
ments to be confiscated included orders, maps, official and
personal correspondence, army manuals, diaries, notebooks,
ldentification papers, and newspapers.

Article 13 of the instructions stated that "all military
personnel . . must be generous to an enemy prisoner and render.
any assistance in order to save his life." In keeping Withﬁthis
goneral rule, Soviet military persounel was specificallylforbidden
to take from or exchange with a prisoner the latter's gas mask,
personal (toilet) kit, uniform, underclothing, footwear, belt,
personal belongings, and_money. Collection and search of prisoners
during battle was to be carried out in terrain protected from
chemy fire.

Fqllqwing_the»search, prisoners, were to be subdivided into

six groups: (1) officers, (2) noncommissioned officers and members
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of "military—fascist" organizations, (3) privates, (4) deserters,
(5) nonambulatory wounded prisoners, and (6) all others. Injured
prisoners were to be evacuzted through normal evacuation facilities
or on stretchers borne by prisoners. All others were to be sent
under guard from the company to the battalion collection point.
Preliminary interrogation of prisoners was‘to be made as
soon aé possible after capture and, in units from battalion level
dowmn, the information wes to be noted only on field notebook
interrogation forms which will be described in detail later in
this digcussion. Information on the prisoners -- number according
to group, time and place of capture, desigpation'of the chemy
unit, and intelligence of an urgent nature -- was to be immediately
reported to higher headquarters. Cénfiscated documents together
with copies of the preliminary interrogation forms were to be
sent by messenger or by vehicle as guickly asg possible to the
samc higher headquarters.
Recoanaissance patrols or other afmy units operating far
from their bases often cannot be burdened with prisoners nor can
they spare guard personnel to evacuate them to the rear. In such
cascs it was directed that, after interrogation, the prisoners
were to be turned over to local authorities of the nearest village.
These suthorities were to give a receipt for the prisoners and

were responsible for transferring them to the nearest army command .
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If this waslimpossible, the somewhat unrealistic instructione
were given to release the prisoners -- after giving them a

brief propaganda lecture and supplying them with "suitable
literature." In such an instance, it was considered adﬁisable
for the capﬁuring unit to release the prisoners after nightfall
and then to change its position. Wounded prisoners, after being
provided with necessary medical suppiios, were to be left to the
care of the local population.

Evacuation of prisoners was to be conducted by an escort
commandér, a junior officer if possible or a responsible enlisted
man, and a guard escort.selécted according to the following
generél forhula:

a. For one prisoner -- two guards including the escort
commander;

b. For four to ten prisoners -- three to four guards;

¢. For larger numbers of prisoners -- guardes not to exceed
ten percent (10%) of the number of prisoners;

d. At night and in wooded terrain increase the number of
guardsa;

e. For prisoners belonging to "military-bourgeois"
organizatious increase the number of guards;

f. For a large number of priscners the guard ascort should
include a "politicel worker" (politrabotnik) and
"political soldiere" (polit-boyets) to conduct political
aad intelligence activities among the prisoners.

The escort commznder was to sign for the number of prisoners

in the convoy according to a list of prisoners' names or, if
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circumstances did not permit this, according to the number of
prisoners_in each'é:bupu The commander was.to.designate &
gsenior member of each group of prisoners, one Qho spoke Russian
if possible, to transmit orders to his group. An interval of
two or three meters was to be maintainéd betwsen groups during
evacuation. |

In a bé%fle zone, the movement of prisoners to the rear
was to be in covercd ferrain 2o much as possible; but halts in
villages or wooded arees (where escapees would have cover) were
to be avoided. During the evacuation of a large number §f
prisonefs, twétguards were to lead the way; tho columﬂfwas to-
be flanked with pairs of guards; the escort commander with &
majority of the guards was to bring up the rear; and cocked
weapons were to be held "in the right hands" of the guards at
all times. |

The sscort commander was responsible for order among the
prigoners who were not to be permitted to delay the march; to
talk to other prisoners, the guards, orbthe local populatibn;
or to exchange objects amung themselves. Propoganda talke werc
to take place oniy during rest stops. Open disobedience was
- o be dealt with by force. LT one or two prisoners made a break
for freedom, guérds were to open fire and organize a pursuit.

Tn case of mass disobedience or attempts at mass escape, the

| scgerer  SECRET
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escort was ordered to "take the same measures as in pursuit
of the enemy."

Upon delivery of the prisoners at the assembly point of
the higher headquarters,. the escort commander was to secure a
receipt for the prisoners, and this receipt was to be returned
to the officer on whose order the prisoners had beeﬁ transferred.

- The foregoing exposition of the methods to be used in
collecting and evacuating prisoners was based on Articles 4
through 13 of the 1940 instructions. Before going into a dis-
cussilon of the instructioné governing interrogation (Articles 14

through 41), the plan of evacuation as contained in Articles 42
through 49 will be summarized. These articles, aside from
elaborating upon the evacuation proccdure, gave directions con-
.cerning the organization of the prisoner assembly points at the
various echelons of command where thorough and systematic
interrogation of the prisoners was to take place.

The manner in which prisoners were organized and evacuated
to the rear, stated the instructions, was conditioned by the
necessity of interrogating priconers at different levels of

- command and the further necessity of relieving troops in a
combat zone of & superfluous and potentially dangerous responsi-
bility. Evaéuation of prisoners from combat areas was to begin

immediately on the company and battalion levels in a manner
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which has already been described.

The Regimental Assémbly Point. Detailed instructions were
givon concerning the location and the organization of the
regimental assembly point. The location was to be selocted by

the regimental commander anc under the supervision of his deputy

_chief of steff. The regimental chicf of staff was to appoint a

commander for this assembly point, normally en offlcer from the
regimental reconnaissance company or an available officer from
the regimental headquarters staff.
© ©../0nly when there was a small number of prisoners could the
fegimental assembly point be located in the vieinity of the
command post. When large numbers of prisoners were taken, the
ascembly point was to be located in the vieinity of the regimental
staff's rear echelon headquarters. The point was to be outside
the zone of efﬁective artillery fire and camoufiaged from aerial
observation. It was forbidden, however, to locate the point
in dense woods and underbrush. ‘An cscort and guard complement
was to be assigned to men the assembly point, its strength
dependent upon the expected number of arrivals.

Since prisoners were not expected to remain at the regimental
voint longer than from thirty minutes to an hour, no special

organization of the ground was required except for the outfitting

 of premises (or tents), for those who were to be interrogated,
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and the installation of a telepboas connected vith the reginentsl
command post via the staff’s.second echelon headquarters. Prisoners
arriving from lower levels camc under command of the commanding
officer of the assembly point, werc to bé gigned for by him, and
‘the escort guard was to be dismissed to reﬁurn to its uniﬁa The
présoners assgmbled‘here were to be reorganizod into new formatiorns,
and a regimentel guard escort was to be ussigned to convoy the
prisoners to the division ascoembly point upon the orders of tﬁe
regimental segionq cchelon commend post. Presumably, under ordinary
circumstances, the commander of the assembly point would be under
orders to kecp all prisoners moving as guickly as possible to

the division aegseunbly point except for the few retained for a

brief interrogation at this level.

The Division Assombly Pointu The organization of the-%psembly
point at division level was to be only slightly more elupo?qto_
than at regimental levei. It 1ws to be located in the vicipity:
of the division staff's second (rear) ochelon headquerters.

Duping & lull in operations when the division remainedvin the
same positign for some time, the area was to be surroun@gd with
barbed wire., The division chief of staff was responsible for
appointing a commender of the assembly point from among officers

o e . :
of thq'div}g;on‘headquarters company, the recomnnalssance battalion,

or other units according to the availlability of personnel.
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Administration of the point was the direct responsibility of
the sccond assistant to the staff intelligence officer who was
assigned the services of an interpreter. Assistants were to

.
be assigned as needed from among officers of division headquarters.
Provisions were to be made for furnishing bread and boiling water
to the prisoners at this point, and a passenger vehicle and truck
were to be made available to the commander. Assignment of guard
end escort personnel, installation of communications, transfer
of prisoners to the rear, and other matters were to be carried
out in & manner similar to that prescribed at the regimental-
level. |

The Corps Assembly Point. If a vrisoner assembly point was

established at corps level, instructions as to where it would be
located and as to how it would be organized were almost identical

to those given for the division assembly point. Command and
sdministrative functions performed by division staff officers

were to be performed by corresponding members of the corps staff
except for interrogation, which here became the responsibility

of the assistant chief of the intelligence section of the army
general staff (that is, the army or army group conducting operations
in that particular theator or "front"). From the corps assembly
point, prisoners were to be moved to the rear under the command

of the commander of the zone of communications as described below.
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Movement to the Zone of Interior. If a divislon asscmbly

point was near a main line of communications leading to the rear,

corps was to be by-passed and prisoners were to be handed over

directly to the commander of the zonc of communications. This
commander became responsible for furnishing guard personnel and
supplies during this portion of the movement of the prisonefs to
the rear, but interrogation was to be the responsibility of army
as at corps level. Following the main supply road of the linc

of communicatlons, the prisoners werc to be directed to prisoner-
of-war collcction points in the extreme rear of the army‘area

(an area corresponding to the base section of the zone of communi-

cations at the extreme rear of a theater in the United States Lrmy) .

There collection points, organized and supcrvised by agenclics of
the Peoples' Commigsariat for Internal Affaire (NKVD), werc to be
located near a railrood in a railhead area. From herc the NEVD,
which opsrated all prison camps in the interior of Russis, was to

dispatch the prisoners to permanent caups in the zone of interior.

Interrogation of ?fisoners

Articles 14 through 18 of the instructions were subtitled
"General Principleé offlﬁtefrogationo" The value of information
obtained as a resglt of prisoner interrogation, so %Fat?@ these

rogulations, depended on an interrogator's training and Tiis tochni-

cal skill. The interrogator must not only know the prisoner's
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language but also:eneﬁy military’orgahization and tactics and
have a purposéful plan of interrdgation based on'the mission
ana on the intelligence plan bf the capturing unit. A1l officers
of the Red Army werc to'be prepared‘to conduct brief interrogations;
only intelligence officers and military interpreters attached to
headquarters staffs at the various lovels of command were to
conduqt interrogétions in detail. As a rule, a prisoner was to
be interrogated only on questions of importsnce to the unit con-
ducting the interrogation. Importunt information securcd from
a prisoner wes to be transmitted as guickly as possible (by
messenger, telephone, or radio) to the next higher headquarters.
Articles 19 through 22 were subtitled "Preparation and Conduct
‘of Prisoner Interrdgation." In preparing himself to conduct an
interrogation, the interrogator was instructed to make preparations
as follows:
a. Gain a thorough knowledgé of his unit's mission, of the
general intelligence requirements arising from that mission,
and of nesded items of intelligence which prisoners could
be expected to reveal.

b. Make a thorough study of all available information on
the enemy situation.

c. Study the cnemy terrain and prepare 2 map by marking
points and areas of special interest to the interrogator.

d. Confer with the political commissar and members of the
political scction concerning the carrying out of propmgandlstlv
and intelligence work among the prisoners.

SECRET SECRET
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e¢. Prepare the assembly point to receive the expected

number of prisoners and have present the necessary

personnel to replace the escort guard of the unit

delivering the prisoners.

Upon the arrival of prisoners at the assembly point, the
1nterlogdtor was to ca 1ry out personally or to assign the following
duties:

a. Recelve the prisoners, configcated documents, and inter-

~rogation forms that may have already been completed and
change the. escort.

b. Divide the prisoners into groups according to renk or

category (as described under evacuation procedures) and

- conduct a search if this had not already been accomplished.

¢c. Familisrize himself quickly with the interrogation
sheets and documents concerning the prisoners.

d. Determine in detall questions to be asked during
1nterrogatlon

€. Report to hlgher headquértuls the number of prisoners,
the time and place of capture, and the unit (or units) of
which the pPTSOﬂbrp had been members.

‘ lf a large numbpr of PTloonOTc were recelved, the 1nterrog¢tor
was to select several of the bctter~eaucated Or Wore 1ntell;gent
prisoners for queutlonlng, keppln in mind that the most reliable
lniormatlon could bo secured from prisoner bplonglng to the
proletarlat, from those who were of oppressed nationalities, or
ffpg ﬁgﬁietvsympathizefs; Where there was only a small number of
prlsonerb, all were to be interrogated.

After prlsoncrg were selected to undergo 1ntcrrogatlon, the

others werc to be sent immediately to higher headquarters; that is,
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movement of the bulk of the prisoners to the rear was to be as
rapid and continuous as possible. |

Articles 23 through 35 of the instructions were subtitled "The
Interrogation" and were coﬁcerned.with general principles to be
followed in conducting the actual questioning of the prisoner and
with directions as to details which should be secured at the vafious
levels of command. Sample questionnaire forms and lists of questions
to be adapted to a variety of situations in the field were included
in an appendix to the regulations and are also included in the
appendix of this Study (Appendix I).

General principles’to be followed in an interrogation weres:

a. Carry out an interrogation immediately after capture.

b. Interrogate prisoners individually in isolated quarters.

c. Take into consideration fhe individual characteristics

of the prisoner, his social position, nationality, degree

of intelligence, education, and willingness to talk. The

interrogation period should mnot be one of strain or tension.

Questions should be clear and simple. Answers should not be
written down in the presence of the prisoner.

d. Report any important information obtained during an
interrogation -- the arrival of new cnemy units, preparations
for an attack or a retreat, the arrival or expected employment
of any new weapons -- to the Chief of Staff who will immedlately
transmit it to the next higher headquarters by any means of
communications available; also, dispatch the prisoner by the
quickest mobile means to the same headquarters.

e. Assist the prisoner by posing leading questions, but in
no case should the interrogator have preconceived or prejudiced
ideas and convey them to the prisoncr.

) 1 B ::'\ ‘-":1 ™) T iyl v
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f. Use s map during the interrogation, ome used by the
enemy and preferably of a large-scale; if necessary, the
prisoner should be led toran observation point where
information can be verified on the ground und made exact
on the map,

g. Do not accept all statements made by a prisoner at

face value without analysis. Every prisoner's testimony
must be compared with information secured from other
prisoners and from other available data. Do not contradict
8 prisoner or confront him with conflicting data.

h. Interrogate officers and noncommissioncd officers in
the same manner as other prisoners; the interrogator,
however, should take into consideration their class status
and their hostility to the Red Army and should expect
refusal to answer or a tendency to give false information.

It is, therefore, more practical to interrogate officers

in higher headquarters (corps or above), with the exception

of those who are willing to give information.

i. Remember that deserters are all more willing to give

information, but their testimony should be treated with

suspicion since there is always the possibility that  they
are enemy agents. Hence, the interrogator must try to
- discover the real reason for each desertion and carefully
check the deserter's statements with other information.

The foregoing principles applied to the interrogation of
military personnel. The instructions explained, however, that
valuable information can often be secursd {rom native inhabitants
of an area in regard to the local terrain, road conditions, and
the enemy (partlcularly after his retreat). When questioning
civilians in such a situation, interrogators were instructed to
select for questioning elements of the population socially close

to the Red Army: laborers, farm-workers, and representatives of

oppressed nationalities. They were to be questioned indiﬁidually
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and in an 1uolated place qo that others, partl\ularly the non-
laborlng clapses of the communlty, would not know of the 1nterro—
gation. OSuch quegtlonlng was to be 1nformal and to be in the
nature of a friendly chat.

When interrogating civilians, interrogators were instructed
to:

&. OSeparate facts actually seen by the inhabitant from

those overheard, since the enemy might purposely be

spreading false information.

b. Bear in mind the incompetence of civilians in military

matters, hence the possibility that they will exaggerate

or depreciate the value of certain information.

c. Take into consideration the fact that the information

might be obsolete and check all times and dates carefully.

Information gained from civilians should be compared with

that obtained from other sources.

After completing an interrogation and before admitting another
prisoner to the interrogation chamber, the intprrogator was to
w1lte down immediately all statements made by the prisoner and to
mark thb necessary data on a map. Processed material together with
remarks, conclusions, coples of lnterroguilon sheets, and all
documents were to be forwarded to the next higher headquarters,
by the escort commander or by special messchger. This instruction
applied only to regimental hecadquarters and higher. Interrogation
sheets were to be used only in regimental and higher headguarters;

field note-books were to be used for noting down information in
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units from battalion level down.

The instructions also stated that in order to expedite the
collection of information it might be necessary to detaqh an
intelligence officer from a higher headquarters and assign him

to a léading element where there wos a large concentration of
prigoners. |

The last six articles (36-41) of the instructions pertaining
to the technigue of interrogation appear under the subtitle
iCharacteristics of Organization and Methods of Interrogation in
Different Units (Company, Battalion, Division, and Corps)." This
section begins with a statement to the effect that the foregoing
directions for conducting an interrogation are applicable to all
units and commends, and that variations occur only because re-
guirements differ according to the combat situation and the
mission of the unit or command.

Commanders of infantry sub-units (squads and platoons), of
reconnaissance sub-units, and of other small troop units were
authorized to conduct brief interrogations of prisoners only when
thelr units were operating'indepcndently° These commanders were
to ask only a few queétions concerning the enemy: his location,
disposition, strength, and intentions. Since interpreters would
rarely be assigned to such small units, 1t was deemed necesgary

to have all essential questiong written out beforehand in the
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language of the enemy or to have at hand a concise "RHussian-
Foreign" military dictionary.

If a priscner refused to identify his unit or if there was
doubt concerning the correctness of the unit he named, the in-
terrogétor was to attempt to gain the information by an examination
of the prisoner's uniform, insignis, or markings on the uniform
and cap.

Prisoners captured by a small unit were to be questioned
very briefly -- not more than ten minutes —- and a report of this
ihterrogation (Appendix I, Form 1) forwarded without delay to the
reports collection point (message cénter) or to the nearest
headquarters. DBrief interrogations of prisoners at this level
weré ﬁo be conducted only in the following iﬁstances:

a. During independent operations;

b. During a 1lull in offensive or defensive operations;

¢c. When single prisoners were captured and in all cases
when the combat situation permitted.

. Such interrogations were for the purpose of ascertaining the

mission of the prisoner's unit; that unit's location and activitics;

its numerical designation and the larger units to ﬁhich it belongs;

other units the prisoner had met in the area and when; the

existence of artillery and tank units, their number and locations.
If it were impossible to deliver a prisoner to the rear,

either because he wae wounded or because of the situvation, the
5
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interrogation was to be in more deteil. This information which
woﬁld be of value to the next superior officer was to be reported
" to him immediately.

When a large number of wounded were captured, they were to

be mustered by the First Sergeant of the company and sent to the
attalion assembly point under an escort. Otherwise, normal
evacuation procedures, as previously described, were to be
~observed,

A short interrogation of prisoners could take place at
battalion level when circumstances permitted. Here the interro-
gator was to be the adjutant or any other officer designated by
the battalion commander. During tense moments of battle, especiaily
during an attack or pursuit of the enemy, only selected individual
prisoners-wére to he questioﬁed, Restrictionﬂvon thé amount and
kind of %nformution that was to be sccured at éompany level applied
at babtallnn cxcept, of coursc, that the interrogation would cover
qu@%tlono of 1ntcrcst on a battalion level. Prlponefs_arriving
at battallon from compan& were to be divided into groupé by the
adjutant or by a commander from a company of the rear echelon.
After strenstho£1ng the escort from the battalion reserve, they
Were, 1f nccousury, to be directed to the rcgimcntal as sembly
point.

Interrogation of prisoners at rogimental level was to be more

EHCLRLT S N
 Approved For Release 2002/01110 : CIA-RDPE5- 00756R000400030001-4
..]_5'7-



Approved For Release 2002/Q1/10y GIA-RDP65-00756R000400030001-4

SECRET

detailed than at battalion, but the extent of the detail was to
depend on the situation and type of battle. Interrogation here
was to be conducted by the second assistant chief of staff (PNSh-2).
During an advance or an offensive operation, transfer of priscners
to the rear was to be as rapid as possible and with a minimum of
interrogation. Procedures in this situation were to be:

a. Receptlion of prisoners and their documents and replace-
ment of the escort guard.

b. Search and grouping of the prisoners (if this had not
already been accomplished) and a hasty examination of
documents.

¢. Determination of eneuy unit, time and place of capture,
and the selection of individuals for interrogation.

d. Immediatc transfer of prisoners to division.

e. Report (by telcphone or message) on the number of

prisoners, time and place of capture, and designation of

enemy units to next higher headquarters. (For models of

interrogation forms see Appendix I, Forms 2 and 3.)
During lulls in combat operations, interrogation of prisoners at
regimental level was to be much more thorough in accordance with
the directions given for detailed and carefully prepared interro-
gations.

At division and corps level the interrogation of prisoncrs
was to be carcfully planned and executed as described in the
instructions. (For examplcs of questionnaires at this level,

sec Appendix I, Forms 4 and 5.,)
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C. Hed Army Adhcrence to Imstructions Concerning Prisoners

. The number of Germang captured by the Russians early in the
wor wag very emall (a retreating army takes few priSoneré), and
those faken were often killed on the spot. Even during the fairly
successful counter-offensives in the winter of.1941442, few
prisoners were taken. A number of factors contributed to the
reasons, why Russian troops refused quarter or killed most Germanv
prisoners at the beginning of the conflict: For twenty years
the idea had been drilled into the Russian soldiers that only in
the Soviet Union were to be found freecdom and respect for human
rights and thaet the capitalistic nations, especially Germeny, would
eventually try to destroy the liberty of the Russian peopleg
Communist propaganda constantly hemmered into the Russian people
that they had been treacherously attacked; a desire for revengé
was generated by both real and imagined atrocities committed by |
the Germans; the troops lacked proper training and discipline,
they were ignorant of their own regulations, and they lacked any
real appreciation of the value of prisoners as sources of intelli-
gence and ag labor. These and other reasons led the Russian
troops to commlt guﬁurous well-outhenticated atrocities against

German prisoners. Whether this was a basic policy of the Soviet

Government in regard to prisoners is stlll a debatable question.
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Even afterwthejyglue of "live" priscners was established
‘and digscipline had improved, the Soviet higﬁ command had difficulty
in preventing the indiscriminate killing of prisoners. As lato
as 1944 German soldiers who had escaped Russian:captivity’told
of.occasional killings of prisone;s,-particularly of the wounded,
and of one instance in which two German officers werc shot on
orcers of a regimecntal commander because the Germane refused to
answer questions. In another instance, occurring in June 1944,
fifty German prisoners were killed by their ten partisan guards
who, in turn, were shot by a Red Army general after the latter
hod conducted a brief investigation on the spot. Intoxicated
Russian soldiers were often responsible for atrocities against
prisoners,9

The few prisoners whosc lives were spared during the early
stages of the war were apparently processed and interrogated
according to the 1940 instructions. Very few of the prisoners
taken during the first months of the war, how;ver, survived the
rigors of the years ofuimpr}sonment that followed, and, consequeﬁtly,
there is little authentic information available from German sources
on prisoner interrogation during that period.lo

In addition to the frequent'killing of prisoners, many other
1940 instructions were ignored or violated. Throughout the war,

prisoners were nearly always stripped of personal possessions,

i le R rnlar
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from hoots and underwear to watches and éyeglassesu Far from

being free {rom "strain or tension,” interrogation pericds were
characterized by table pounding, pistol-point threats, and physical
brutality when prisoners refused to answer questions satisfactorily.
Red Army interrogators also contradicted priéoners frequently
during interrogations and confronted them with conflicting datu,
practices which had been specifically forbidden in the 1940
instructions.

While the killing of prisoners was tolerated by lower echelon
commanders, 1t would appear that the Soviet high command dis-
approved from the beginning. 4 dircective (No. 1798) of the Soviet
Government, dated 1 July 1941, reiterated humanitarian aspects of
the 1940 ingtructions and categorically ordered: "It is pro-
hibited to insult and maltreat prisonersa"ll A general order
iseued in December 1941 revealed that the supreme command was
dissatisfied with interrogation results, that it censured military
personnel because so few prisoners ever arrived &t army head-
gquarters for intefrogation and prohibited the killing of prisoners
by combat troopsalz An order of the VIII Cavalry Corps (Russian),
dated December 1942, stateds "In cowpliance with the Order of
the CommandLnE Generael of the Fifth Tank Army.Zﬁuuqla§7, i order
that all Germén officers and enlisted men who surrender are to

13
be treated well. . . . The 1ounaol will be given medlcal care."
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As noted earlier in this study, a Russian officer captured by
the Germans in March 1943 stated that during his seven-month
tour of duty with & corps headquarters, his commanding general
had issued several orders which directed troops not to shoot
14
prigoners but to bring them to corps headquarters for interrogation.
The Germans, naturally, assailed all such orders as false
propaganda designed to induce desertions from the German ranks.

The victory at Stalingrad in 1943 marked a turning point in
the treatment of German prisoners. On 8 July 1943, Stalin issued
Order 171 to which frequent reference was subsequently made in both
Russian and German propaganda. Order 171, as paraphrased and
summarized in a German document, was alleged to be as follows:

In order to prompt German soldiers to desert in

increasing numbers, orders are issued to the effect that

every prisoner of war is to receive especially good rations

and treatment. Prisoners of war are to be examined with
regard to their fascist convictions, and those, who are

not convinced fascists, are to be returned to their own

lines after a brief period of time. These /returnees/

are to spread tales to the effect that treatment of German

prisoners is exceptlonally good and that nobody is shot.

They are to attempt at the same time to subvert their own

troops. Those Russians who do not comply with this order
are to be brought before a military tribunal.l5

Neither the need for informetion nor humanitarian motives
were fully respongible for the many orders prohibiting the killing
and mistreatment of prisoners. Russian war industry rested

primarily on slave labor, both domestic and foreign. With the
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loss of much territory and of millions of workers and troops to
the Germans early in the war and with the further draining of
manpower from industry into the armed forces, Russial’s domestic
supply of both "free" and slave labor could not meet iﬁéﬁstrial
needs. Hence emphasis was placed on taking larger numbers of
prisoners alive énd weil.16
As previouély stated, Russian views of international law
pefmitted the ruthless exploitation of prisoners as labor even
to their assignment to strictly military projects, such as carrying
ammunition to the front lines and clearing mine fields. The
Russians, it must be noted, treated prisoners of war no léss
bru*alLJ than they did their own people who had been sentenced
to hard labor in penal or "labor" camps Y
The German High Command!'s memorandum known as Hitler!s
"Commissar Order" recommended that political Commigsars attachod
to Red Army units should not be recognlzed as prlbonels’of war
but should "be quuLdated in transient nrisoner-of'-war camps at
the Vcry latest. ”18 This gave an excuse (if one were needed) for
later Soviet measures which discriminated against members of the
Nazi Party, SS and SA, and other Ndéi’political functionaries who
fell into Soviet hands. Other Nazi bronouncements regarding the
invalidation-of rules of warfare sﬁ far as Russia.was concerned

resulted in Rus slan reprisals against German prisoners and in
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almost complete déterioratibn‘df interﬁétionai law between the

19 N

two powers.

D. The 1942 Soviet Field Regulationsg

Only four paragraphs of the Soviet Field Service Regulations
issued in 1942 were concerned with the interrogation of prisoners
of war. ’Of these, one dealt exclusively with methods of confirming
and evaluaging information obtained from prisoners and captured
documents.&o As usual, the Russians emphasized the fact that
prisoners and deserters were one of the most important sources
of information about the enemy.

When a group of prisoners arrived at a headquarters, they
were to be grouped according to their particular units and with
officers separated from enlisted men. At the regimental level
the interrogation was to be brief and the results entered on
special iﬁterrogation sheets. /Upon completion of the interrogation
the prisoners were to be sent to division headquarters, together
with the iﬁterrogation sheets and the documents which had been
taken from them.

Interrogation at division’and corps headquarters was to be
conducted by the Chief of the Intelligence Branch (staff section)
after he had examined the interrogation sheets that had been

forwarded from lower headquarters. At each level, interrogation
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was to be concerned only with information pertaining to the
reconnaissance (intelligence) plan of that particular head-
gquarters. Regardless of the level, results of interrogation
were always to be forwarded to the next higher headquarters.

A1l captured documents -- particularly field orders, maps,
and documents of the field coding service and ciphers -- were to
be forwarded to higher headquarters immediately.

Directions were givenvcarefully to examine.prisoner and
documehtary information in the following manner:

a. Compare incoming reports with information already on
hand and with records of previous enemy activities.

b. Check the extent to which the new data confirms
suppositions and evaluations regarding the enemy.

¢. Determine the reliability of the information.-

d. Appraise the information in relation to the task
on hand and to the situation of our troops.

6. Set apart the most important information.

f. EBvaluate the situation and the nature of enemy actions
at the time of receipt of the information.

g. Determine further reconnaissance tasks.

h. Compile all information revealing the actual situation
and intentions of the enemy and summarize it periodically.

If any doubts arose as to the reliability of information,
it was to be verified immediately, either by the dispatch of fresh

reconnaissance units or by assigning the task to a unit already

TN o I"-
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in the field. Information received from agents, deserters, and
local inhabitants was always to be verified unless confirmed by
data obtained from other sources.

Apart from the specific directions concerning the evaluation
procedure, it should be noted that the directions given neither
changed nor conflicted in any essential detail with the 1940
instructions. The instructions, however, were extremely brief,
leaving the impression that more complete directions for interro-

gating prisoners were issued separately.

E. Subseguent Orders and Directives

While many of the basic principles of evacuation and interro-
gation of priscners as containedvin the 1940 instructions and the
1942 regulations probably remained in force throughout the war,
the spring of 1942 saw a reorganization of the interrogation systeu.
This period was the beginning of the second phise of the war and,

~as has been noted, prisoners had become valuable, both as sources
of information and as laborers. The peoples' Commissariat for
Internal Affairs (NKVD), as the traditional agency responsible
for espionage and counterintelligence, began to-usurp more and
more prerogatives in the matter of interrogating prisonefs while

~ intelligence agencies of the armed forces were subordinated to a

21
minor role in this field. - A progressive step was taken by
T “J*T‘)\\."i 1
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formulating ”léng—rangu" or strategic estimetes of the vituation
and of the enemy's iantentions in cne intelligence organléatlon
oniy. The Army suffered a disﬁdvanﬁage in being virtually
eliminated from the strategic interrogation program, although
it still had congiderable opportunity to secure valuablé tactical
information from prisoners in the field. Shrategic intelligence
was disseminated eparingly, and mllltdfy leaders at all levels
of command were told only as much about the over-all situation
‘ RR
as was necessary for them to know to carry out their missiong.
The actual directives which brought about the reorganization
of the interrogation system were not available at this writing,
but assumptions can be made on the basis of known changes in
organization and methods., Actual practices of interrogators and
the functioning of the new system will be delineated later in
this study. Here, however, are noted some of the general effccts
brought - about by the reorganizatlons:

a. Uniformly trained and oriented interrogation personnel
were made available throughout the Soviet armed forces.

L. Emphasis in interrogation was chifted from troop units
to prisoners-of-war camps.

c. Intelligence targets weére broadened and extended to
include long-range tasks (e.g., gathering information in
the field of n11lbdry economy; preparing prisoners to carry
out missions of insurrection and udbot@ge,)

SECRIY
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d. Fieid headquarters of the Red Army down to and
including division level wors staifed with NKVD
interrogators (later +X&1%fﬁrre 1 4o Brersh.)

e.  Interrogations were carried. out according to a
standard pattern.

£, Information from all sourcas (including prisoner-
information) was collected at a central agency where it
could be properly compared and evaluated.

g. Evaluated information was channelled to both the
supreme command and troop units.<3

‘The new system apparently worked well and with increasing
success until the end of the war. Desplte the disadvantages
suffered by the Army, the latter was still able to secure vital
combat intelligence of immediate value to an operation below
divigionsl level in the seme manner as before. At higher levels,
it profited from the findings of the NKVD even though a lecs
burcaucratic system might have dlosemlnated even more available

R~y
information uscful Lo commenders in the field.
Better organizatioﬁ and more succegssful results in the
field of interrogation did not necessarily mean that the lot of
prisoners improved. The need for maéses of workers plus better

tscipline in the Army resulted in a cessation of the indiscriminate

[«

glaughter of captlveu, but careless evacuation procedures plus
bad conditions in- the priscn camps rouulted in the desaths cf
thousands of Germans.. In addition, German prisoners were now

often subjected to the third-degree tactics of NKVD interrogators.
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Since priscners were needed for labor, the supreme command from
time to time made strenucus efforts to improve conditions. One
such effort was contained in Order No. 001 issued by the People's
Z5

Commissar of Defense on 2 January 1943, This order began with
a long list of defects which had been observed in the evacuation
of priscners from the fronts and onded with twelve paragraphs of
instructions which, if enforced, would certainly have resulted
in humsne, not to say generous, treatmont of prisoners. Since
this crder made no reference to interrogation, no further dis-
cussion of the text will take plzce here, but it has Be@ﬁ included
in the appendlx as an example of the disparity that often exis sted
between Russian directives in regard to prisoners and actual
proctices. (Sce Appendix 1T, Item 1.)

This partiéular‘order did not entirely succeed in its purpose
a5 a Russian Special Order captured by the Germans in mid-1944

26

indicates. This latter order, issued by the commanding general
of a Rugsian division, stated in part, ". . . To this date,
viclations of order . . . 001 . . . still occur among the troop
‘units of the Division. As a rule, prisoners are held too long
at the regimental headquarters. . . . There have also been

Y

additional instances of depriving prisoners, in contravention of
orders, of valuables, clothing, and footwear. . . ." The ceneral

ordered a speedier flow of prisoners to the rear, forbade the

, N T AR
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stealing of prisoners' personal possesslons, and ordered the
use of scouts as guard-escort personncl to be discontinued.

(See Appendix 1T, Item 2.)

F. Political Interrogation Directives

Separate treatment will be maede later in this study of the
methods employed in conducting "political® interrogations, bubt
a brief discussion of the one political interrogatlon directive
availabie'is appropriate at this point.

A11 thought and activities of the Russiang woere (and still
are) characterized and dominated by the political ideology of
Communiem, often to_the detriment of military operations. It
will have been noted in the previously discussed directives
regarding the handiing of prisoners that frequent mention wasg
made of clasw dlmtlﬂCthﬁS. Even in interfogations at company
level on the battlefield an dttpmpt was usually mede to estvablish
the social origin of each prisoner. The political propagandizing
of prisoners began almost at the moment of capture and never
ceased thereafter.

A document entitled "Directive Concerning the Political
Interrogation‘of Captured Enlisted and Officer Personnel" was
captured from the Russianc by the Ggrmans eurly in the spring

of 1944. This directive, dated 3 October 1941, Hdd heen losued

77 v
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by the Main Political Directorate of the Peoples' Comuissariat
=7

of Defense., (Appendiz III, Item 1.) The opening sentence of
the directive is significent: "From the moment of hi capture
by the Red Army and during the entire duration of his captivity,
the enemy enlisted mun (officer) must be under continuous in-
doctrination by political workers."

The basic objectives of thie indoetrination were:

a. To discover, wnmask, and isolate fascist elements;

b. To arouse class consciousness and to resducate along

antifascist lines the soldiers who were deceived by Hitler

and his henchmen;

¢c. To round up soldiers of antifascist conviction and to
give them a comprehensive political indoctrination.

The political interrogation of prisoners of war was to pursue
the following objectives:

. To escertain the political and moral attitude of
interrogated personnel;

b. To ascertain the political and moral condition of
the unit in which the prisoner servedj

¢, To determine the type of ideological training which
the soldiers had received as well as the subject matter of
uch training and the topics used in discugsion;

d. To obtain information on thc effect of Russian propaganda
and on antifascist activity among the enomy‘ﬂllirontl¢ae§
troops and the army rear area.

e. To indoctrin4£e the priscner morally and politically Su

85 to unmask fascism and arcuse sympathies for the Worke
Council among the clements which were socially sking
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£, To collect material ond information which might be

importent tc Russian propagenda efforts directed at the

enemy's troops and population.

. Political interrogations were to be carried out cn division,
army; and army group levels in the field. It was preferable that
the interrogator be a linguist; if neccssary, an interpreter could
be used, but no other personnel was to be present at an interro-
gation. flounded prisoners were to be questioﬁed briefly; upon
recovery, they were to be subjected to complete interrogation by
prisonsr-comp comnissars. Interrogations were always to e
individual and oral. Written statements eleborating on one guestion
or another were to be réquestod from a prisoner only after verbal
interrogation had been completed.

Wken groups of prisoners were taken, officers and enlisted
men were to be separated immediately in order to prevent the
officers from influencing the enlisted men. The latter were to
be interrogated first, then the néncommissioned of ficers, and
finally the officers. The social background of the prisgoner was
to be takén'into consideration when conducting an interrogation.

A questionnaire form attached to the directive (Appendix IIT,

Ttem 2) was to be qud in interrogating German Ln]lotﬂd men and
noncommissioned officers up to and including the rank of Feldwebel
(platoonrsergednt) who had a labor or farm background. Interro-

gators were to make appronrlatv changea when cusstioning prisoners
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from higher social levels or non-Gorman prisonersg, such as
Austrians or Poles. Members of the 88 and military police

' - . .
(Feldgendarmerie) were to he asked supplementary questions.

(The Russians may bave meant the secret field police rather than

~the military police, a possible misteke in the German translation

of the Russian document.)

The interrogator was to follow this questionnaire form
provided for political interrogations and to do his utmost to
obtain complete information. Important prisoners were to reccive
o correspondingly more thorough questioning. Interrogations were
to be conducted in such a manner that the dignity of Red Army
interrogators would bs preserved. No familiarity was permitted
between prisoner and interrogator.

A written record (protocol) was to be made of each separate
interrogation. It was to be detalled; generalizations wers to
be omitted. In order to prevent mistakes, names of prischners,
geographical names, and similar data were to be written in the
prisoner's language as well as in Russian. The prisoner's
arguments regarding basic political questions (especially
wrgunents against the fascist rogime and Hitler's policies) were

to be recorded with particular care ag well as every fact which

testified to the disintegration of the political and moral structt

of the German Army and of the civilian population in Germany.
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Each record of an irterrogation was to be clearly dated
end signed by the interrcgator. Those records were *then to be
collected by the bLranch officer of the political section at
army level and forwardsd first to the political directorats at
army group level and from there to the Main Political Directorate
in Moscow. A copy of each interrogation record was to be gent
to the commander of the transit camp where the prisoner was
kept while awaiting assignment to a permanent camp. A picture
of each prisoner was to be taken which would show the prisoner
in 2 clean and well-groomed condition, if possible, and which
was to be ipcluded with the record of his interrogations. On
the back of the picture was to be noted the prisoner's name,
hig military unit, dete of interrogation, and the number of the
record of the interrcgation.

Documents coming into the hands of the political directorate
at army groupllevel were to be sent to the Main Political
' Directorate of the NKO (i.e., letters, diaries, photographs,
orders, directives, newspapers, and magazines). If possible
notation was to be made of the source of each document, and, if
from a prisoner, his hame, organization, date of capture, and
civil occupation were 4o be written on the document.

Attached to this directiﬁe concerning political interro-

-gaticns was a. paraphrased version (compiled by the German
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translater) of‘the subject @atter covered ty the‘Qucstions an
interrogator was to asgk a prisoner.. Fbrtunateiy, another copj
of this "Guide for the Politicel Interrogation of Prisoners! “
was found by the Germens among the papers of a dead commissar
after the battle of Kharkov in May 1942.28 The German version
of this document is obviously a literal translation of the
eguide (rather than a paraphrase) end has been reproduced in
Appendix IIT, Item 2. It consists of 142 questions under five
general headingss I. General Data; II. German Armed Forces
(Webhrmacht); III. Conditions in the ZT; IV. Political Attitude
and Convictions of the Prisoner; and V. Attitude Toward Soviet
Propaganda. These questions werc designed to probe out details
ranging from the sex life of soldiers at the front and how they
spent théir pay to the prisoncr's personal attitude toward the
Hitler regime, the Russian people, and the Soviet Goverhment.
Since the document appears in the Appendix, no further dis¥

cusgion of it is needed here.

G. Sumary

The few available Soviet regulations regarding prisoners of
war prescribed, on the whole, common-sense procedures similar
to those practiced by most modern armies. Prisoners were to be
evacuated from the front lines to the rear as rapldly as possible,
Interrogation at the front was to be brief and ccncerned only

with questions of immediete tactical value. Fxhaustive

)

SECRET |
Approved For Release 2002/0#/10 : CIA-RDP65-00756R000400030001-4



Approved For Release 2@02/03/0% GIA-RDP65- 00756R000400030001-4

SECRE

interrogations for strategic and "oolitical" purposes were to
be carried on by higher echelons of command in the rear where
infdrmation could be properly collated, evaluated, and
disseminated. |

Known regulationsvdidvnot conflict with accepted rules of
warfars and usually prescribed humcne procedures. There was &
wide gap, howcver, between prescribed procedures and actual
practices. But after the spring of 1942 the need for infqrmation‘
from prisoners and the need for large numbers of prisoners as
workers resulted, indirectly, in the more humane treatment of
prisoners.

Most Soviet regulations regarding prisgoner evacuation and
interrogation procedures issued sfter 1942 must be surmised on
the basis of known practices. It is known that the Peoples!
Commissariat of Internal Affairs (NKVD), a para-military organi-
zaulon, had taken over many of the 1nterrogation functlons of
the Red Army and had completely usurped the strategic interro-
gation program by mid-1942. Greater emphasis was put on "nolitical
interrogation at this point. Political interrogation consisted
largelj of a meticulous gathering of all kinds of informetion
from a great many prisoners with the two-fold objective of converﬁiﬁg
the prisoner to conmunism (or of determining his potentialities |

as a convert) and of formulating strategic concepts of enemy -
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capabilities, intentions, and morale. Armyv intellig'ence agencles
were free to gather only combat intelligonce of immediate
tactical value. OSoviet interrogation methodsl and procedures,

by the end of the war, were efficicnt and successful with only
minor defects resulting from bureaucratic over-centralization

of the systenm.
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CHAPTER VIII

SELECTION AND TRAINING OF
INTERROGATORS AND INTERPRETERDS

A, Interrogation Personnel

Interrogation of prisoners was the specific responsibility

of intelligence officers in the Soviet armed forces. MWMany routine
interrogations were conducted by enligted interrogators and
interpreters assigned to intelligence unite or headguerters
sections. All Soviet commissioned officers, however, were ex-
pected to be able to conduct interrogations if necessary. Unit
commanders, particularly those of the combat echelons in the front
lines, freqguently cuestioned select prisoners in order to obtain
direct information on matters of immediate tactical interest.

Within the Red Arimy there was no Intelligence Corps, as guch,
but intelligence officers could be drawn from any branch of the
service. Some officers were undoubtedly selected to specialize
in intelligence and accordingiy, were given advanced schooling in
this specific branech of the service; others, particularly those
assigned to this duty in the lower echelons, were probably chosen
from normal staff and regimental sources for tours of duty in

1 ,

intelligence. Membership in the Communist party was a desiruble

but not essential qualification for an individual selected to
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serve in the {foviet intelligence service; however, before assign—
ment to suchvduties, his loyalty and political reliability were
always carefully invsstigated.

At the beginnirg of the war with Germany, the intelligence
service of' the Red /rmy lacked an adequate numbsr of trained and
experienced personnel because of the aforementioned great purges
of 1937-39. It may be assumed, therefore, that very few Soviet
intelligence officers or interpreters on duty ian June 1941 had
recelved specific training in the technique of interrogation.
Meny German prisoners, however, talked freely to their Soviet
captors, and the need was not so much for trained. interrogaﬁors
as for personnel skilled in collating and evaluating information
obtained from prisoners.

The tables of organization for intelligence staff scétions
provided for ipterpreter personnel at nearly all levels of command.
The German language had been taught in all secondary*schools and
Juniocr colleges of Russia as a compulsory subject; many Jews in
Russia were able to speak German; and German immigrant colonists
spoke German as their mother tengue. Although it is doubtful that
many of this latter group were trusted to serve as intelligence
perscanel, a large pool of interpreters speaking fluent German was
available in the Soviet armed forces at the beginning of the war.

If no German interpreter could be found in a lower unit of a
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combat command, the next higher echclon could easily provide
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in Soviet interrogetion methods, it also possessed a surprisingly
detailed knowledge on all sorts of military, technical, and in-

dustrial subjects.”

B. Secicehion and Training of Intelligence Officers

- G*ee* éare was exercised by the Soviets in selécting military
1mtelllgbnco oexsonnel, especially for those who were to occupy
key 0051t10ns. Before the war only polltloally reliable regular
urmy OLflverS and admlnlstraulve officials were chosen, but
durlng the war requlremunt% were considerably lowered, especially
for those in subordinate pOSltlonS, because of the necessary
expaﬁsioﬁ of ﬁiiitary intelligencé.

"The seléction of individuals to occﬁpy lower positions in the
mllltary inteiligence gervice, chiefs of the RO's of corps end
divisions or hoads of subordinate sections in RU's, was based on

‘the political rellablllty of the cdndidate as revealed by a
seéurity check by the Main Counterintelligence ‘Administration (GUKR)
‘énd on the individual's general capabilities and military efficlency.

Candidates who met requirements were sent to intelligence courses

(Kursy Ragvedehikov) lasting from three to six months in special
camps near Moscow.
Key intelligence personnel selected to hold positions as

chiefs of RU's and as section chiefs of the GRU were thoroughly
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checked Tor their political reliability by the GUKE; a desirable
but not essential cualification was membership in the Communist
party. Candidates who met reguirements were gent to the College

‘of Inteiligence (Vyskays Shkola Razvedlki) in Moscow which for

purposes of camouflage was called the Preparatory School for Staff

Officerse. (Uchilishche Prirotovkl X onmdldlrov Shtebnol Slug chby) .

The high requirements he sgary for assignment to this institution
are demonstrated in capbured orders of the 90th Guard Infantry
Division ;ssued to one of its regiments on 31 May 1943, parts of
which are quoted heres |

According to instructions from NKO of 19 April 1943,
there are three courses for training intelligence officers
at the Special Academy of the Red Army. The following
requirements are neccseary for persons willing to register
for the class in 1943:

&) 1st Course . . . Complete political reliability,
high school degree, and graduation from militury academny,
not less than two years' scrvice in staff headquarters as
o battelion commander, age up to 32 years. Voluntary
application and the desire to devote onesclf to intelligence
work are prercquisites.

b) 238 Course . . . Same requirements as for lst Course,
but in addition, practical experience in the work of one of
the verious intelligence units, and advanced military ccademy
training.

¢) 3d Course . . . Same requirements as for 2d Course
plus additional experience in worlt with various intelligence
crganizations. . . . The Division Commander orders o careful
aclection of people who meet the requircments. . . . A list
of the selected candidates plus 1life history and character
references from the last military organization in which they
served, as well as party statistics of thelr politicel
reli%bility are to be submitted by L1 June 1942 to the 4th
Division of the Divisional Staff.”
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Before the war the peried of trﬁinlng lested from one wnd o hualt
to two years, but Quring the war the courses were simplizried wng
the length of training was allegedly reduced to cne yuaf, Thcl
number of students in each of the threc courses vae apparently

limited to between 50 and 100 officers, but scholastic and cther

requlrements were so high that often only twenty percent of tiw

cluss wes graduated. A wide variety of subjects was taught at

this instituticn ag can be seen in the following program of
8
instructions:

Histcry of the /Soviet/ Secret Service

Varicus means of gathering intelligence

- The hiring of agents

Installation of an agency N

Building up of residencies_ngtablishing an informer networi/

Communications

Reporting

Preparing forged documents

Enemy counterintelligence

Seeret Service /Espionage/ abroad

Basic doctrines of Marx and Lenin

History of the Communist Party

Political end cconomic gzography

Photographic technique

Orgenization of the Red Army and of important forelgn aruic.

Practical experience in the Secret Service /Eepionage/

Fleld experience, that is, supervised work in thc
field; procurement of items of intelligence or of
documentary value.

¥Finel training for high ranking inteliigence officers was

recelved in the Second Faculty of the Academy of the General 3teff

(Akademiis Generalnogo Shtaba). Swuitable officers from the runk

of captain to colonel attended thisz school before assignment to
P g
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leading positions in military intelligence. The fonr-year prewar
course wes cut to one year at the beginning of the war and then
increased to two years in 1943 (roken by a four months! assign-
ment in commend of troops). About 600 offlcers werc said to have
received training in this schobl in 1941, D;ring the war, Two
courses were presented simultanecusly to about 150 students, one
course being a year shead of the other. Of these students, about
twenty or thirty a year were sclected for permancnt assignment
in the intelligence service. In this school, advanced general
training was given in higher military command and intensive in-
struction was given in all fields of military intelligence with
9
special attention to foreign armed forces.

Available information on the subjecct matter of the courses
for higher ranking intelligence officers indicates that more
emphasis wags placed on esplonage than on strictly military intelli-
gence training. It can only be as: sumed that more attention vas
devobed to combst intelligence techniques during the war. While
no specific references to training in the technigue of interroga-
tion have been noted, it is logical to assume that this important
phase of intelligence received due consideration in the long,
intengive courses given at these higher institutions.

Officers of the military intelligence service have enjoyed

high prestige in the Soviet Union, but their careers have beecn
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difficult. Reliability of perscmacl is the foundation of &

2 r‘\

secret gservice, and Ccumuniszt leaders have taken stringent
measures to insuvre this reliability. On one hand, honors, awards,
and privileges have been heaped on successful intelligence officers;
an& on ths other, they have beca kept under the strictest sur—
velllance at all times. (During Viorld War II, Smersh units, as
one of their principal missions, kept the personrel of military
intelligence staff sections under especlally close surveillance.)
Iatelligence persomnel who have gained influence and power beyond
thcir assignments have disappeared in favor of capable but less
dynamlc persoﬁalities. Thoy»have been shifted constantly from

one position to another in order to prevent an undue growth of
prectige as Wéll as to provide opportunity for broad experience.
The smallest infraction of_security.or hint of disloyalty has

led to arrest and imprisonment.

The circle of officials deémed trustworthy and responsible
by Soviet leaders has becn very limited, and those leaders have
been especially fearful that information about conditions in other
countries would undermine the loyulty even of carefully selected
military intelligence officers. Hence, during World War II, £he
military was not permitted to conduct strategic or political
Interrogaticns of prisoners of waf, Only the NKVD, as a more

trusted agency of the Communist party, wes delsgated the task
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of learning from prisonsrs the truti about conditions in their
native countries, and such informution was available only to

tre inner circle of leaders of the Scviet Union.

C. Training in the Field

A Soviet captain who had veen assigned to an infantry division

as commanding officer of a reconnaissance battalion was capitured

@

by the Germans in July 1944. A month before his capture he had
attended a threé—day course for intelligence officers in the
vicinity of Smolensk, of which one lecture hour had been devoted
to prisoner interrogation. The lecture hed been given by the
Chisf of the Research Branch. of the Intelligence Directorate of
the Western Front and wag accompanied by a demonstration interro-
gation. Cerman interrogators secured & complete report from this
10
Scviet officer concerning the lecture and demonstration. — Since
it is the only such report available, it has been included as
Appendix IV of this study.

Methods of interrogation as described by this Soviet ceptain
were conventional and will be delineated in the section of this
gtudy devoted to actual interrogation procedures. Understandably,
the prisoner emphasized that Soviet interrogation waé conducted
in a humane, even friendly, fasnion and that prisoners were in no
way mistreated, although he indicated that narcosis wasg used |

with prisoners at higher headguarters. The effective part played

T AN T TR P
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by stool pige@ns and wedical personnel in securing information
by indirect and deceptive methods was emphasized in this report.
Notable here is the fazet that officers in the field were
given systematic, practical training from time to time in order
“to keep them abreast of current technicues and directives and to
improve the quality of officer personnel who could not be spared
from the lines for longer courses of instruction in the zone of

intoerior.

D. Soviet Air Forece Intelligence Officers

Before the war, Regular Air Force Officers normally received
a four-year course of'instruction at the Military Academy, a course
which was reduced to two or three yesrs during the war. After
1941, increased emphasis was placed upon intelligence and raeconnaissance
in the Frunze Academy in Moucow (the Advanced Infantry School).
Gradustes of the Voroshilov Academy {(the Advanced Staff School)
were thought to be ready for assignments as chiefs of intelligence
sections of the statffs of military districts, armies, and army
groups, or for positions as chiefs of the various branches of the
Intelligence Directorate (GRU) . (Regular officers of both the
Red Army and the Red Air Force probably had more or less identical
training in this respect.)

A limited number of air force intelligence officers with a

background of practical experience were sent to continuation courses

SECRET
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for staff specialists for cne year. Such schools existed in
Tellaur, near Tiflis, and in Tashkent. Graduates of the Air
Ferce Militury Academy in Tachkalov vere also sent to these
continuation courses.

Intelligence officers of air regiments did not receive any
gpecial training, but only ﬁartiéularly capable officers were
chosen for these positions. They were given instructions by the
intelligence officer of the air division who called the regimental
officers together for cdnferences at periodic intervals. Regi-
mental staff officers of extra merit were frequently promoted to

11
higher echelon staff positions in intelligence.

E. NKVD Interrogation Personnel

Members of the NKVD v(anc‘l the NKGB) selected for high-ranking
posts in the organization mmderwent even morce careful 1nveut1gatlon
and had to meet higher requirements in regard to reliability than
military intelligence officers. Before taking final training at
the Advanced SLhOUl in Mogcow, candidates for hlbher positions
in the organization had to complete several short courses and
successfully fulfill their subordinate assignments. Before the
war the course.at the Advanced School lasted two years, but during
the war it was appa rcntly reduced to six or eight months. Those
completing the course were given the rank of Lieutenant or Captlain

12
of State Security.
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A1l NKVD members were also members of the Communist party and were
under severe préséure at all times to devote their full energies

te fulfiliing their re3ponsibilities, Figh ranking officials of

the NKVD were under even greater pressure. MWMistakes, lack of
attention io duty, infractions of security; the slightest hint of
disaffection or lack of loyalty were not tolerated but were ssverely
?ﬁnished, On the other hand, these officials, as long as they
remained in fa#or,‘énjoyed high prestige and exercised dictatoriel
powsrs within the limits of their assignments.

'NKVD (and NKGB) officials holding intermediate and subordinate
positions attended short training courses of about three nenths!
duration hefore receiving their appointments. They were reguired
to have some experience in espionage or coﬁnterespionage before
attending a school. Courses in these schools consisted of the
uou11 pO;ltlba* 1ndoctr1n¢t¢on subjects (the doctrines of Marx,
Lenin, and & talln and the history of the Communist P&th), a etudy
of various counter—revolutionary and espionage systems of foreign
oouﬁtries, investigation procedures (1nterrogatlon , criminal law,

, ‘ 13
agent)operetions, and apprehension preeedures

As has been noted, the NKVD inaugerated numerous short courses
during the war for the training of interrogators and interpreters.
A limited number of offlcers of the unit 1ntelllgence sections

and 1nterpreters on the lower levels of the Red Army were slso
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permitted to attend these courses. Apparently, the NKVD was

gquite successful in turning oul capable interrogators and inter-
14
preters although details are lacking on the courses of study
15
taught in these schools.

F. Selection and Training of Interproters

As has been noted, the Soviets had a large number of German
interpreters available at the beginning of the war, but this per-
sonnel had neither special training in the technique of interro-
gation nor special knowledge in the field of military intelligence.
The NKVD, likewise, had a large pool of interpreters and interro-
gators available, but both categories of personncl had been trained
for aﬁd had experience in domestic counterintelligence rather than
in gathering positive military information.

Both the Army and thelNKVD took steps to remedy the military
interpreter situation by establishing many schools and conducting
short courseé to improve the quality and usefulness of the inter-
preter personnel. Little has.been learned about the NKVD sohobls,
but several reports are available on the Military Institute of
Foreign Language.

At the beginning of the waf, the Red Army utilized a civilian
Institute of Foreign Languages in Moscow for the fraining of military

interpreters and translators, but the pressing need for large
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‘numbers of such personnel led to the founding of & Military
Institute of Foreign Languages under the supervision of GRU.
In late 1941 or early 1942 the institute was evacuated from
Moscow and divided into two faculties, the Fastern Faculty being
moved to Fergana (Turkestan) and the Western Faculty to Stavropol
in the District of Kuibyshev (on the Volga). The Stavropoi breanch
'Concentratéd at first on short coursgecs in order to turn out guickly
much needed German interpreters; it was also delégated the task of
preparing men for future (postwar) duties requiriug specialized
linguistic abilitics. A captured Soviet officer who had attended
the Stavropol school gﬁve his interrogators the following data
on this school which hag been supplemented with information gathered
by United States Army'intelligencé agencies in Europe since the war.
The Stravropol Institute offered a complete three-year course
and several special courses of instructioh lasting from six to ten
months. The school facilities as of October 1943 pcrmitted an
enrollmeut of 1,500 students for the three-year ccurse and from
200 to 250 enrollecs in the short courses. Many of the students
admitted to the school came from Moscow, song and daughters of the
new "aristocracy" of Russia —- that is, high officials in the
government and high-ranking officers of the army. In other words,
‘é certain amount of influence was needed to gain admission at the

school. Most of these students had some preliminary knowledge of
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The course for interpreter-interrogators offered at the
Stravropol Institute prepared individuals for duty at division
level in the Red Army. At this level they were required to have
the following accomplishments:

a. Be able to interrogate prisoners of war;

b. Be able to exploit captured documents (determination

of a prisoner's unit by examination of his pay-book,
interpretation of abbreviations, etc.) and to recognize
important military data conteined in documents;

¢. Have a thorough knowledge of Germen Army tables of

organization, equipment, rank insignia, and other
specialized matters necessary for the performance
of an interrogator's duties.

At the Institute the following subjects were taught with
each student specializing in one foreign language (hours indicated

are the number of class-hours per eight-month term):

a. Languages (phonetics, gramamar, linguistic exercisvs) ——
900-950 hours;

English Finnish Bulgarian
German Roumanian Serbian
Fronch Hungarian

- ITtalian . Polish

(A1l students were required to take & 70-hour course
in Russian.)

b. Economic Geography (of that country whose.lahguage was
being studied) -~ 70 hours;

Organization and Armament of the German Army (the various
branches of service) -- 500-520 hours; :

o

d. Interrogation of Prisoners of War -- 140 hours;

SECARET SECRET
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¢. History of the Communist Party -- 140 hours.
Note that graduates of this course roceived considerable training
in the technigue of interrogation along with their language study,
an indication that interpreter-interrogators (as distinguished
from intelligence officers) were expected to conduct a considerable
part of the prisoner-interrogation program.

The daily schedule at the school consisted of classes for
ecight hours and individual preparation and study for four hours.
In addition, students were required to serve on guard details and
to perform routine housekeeping duties such az xitchen police,
chopping wood, and gardening or farming on ﬁhe collective farms.
' After successfully completing the course, the student received
~ the rank of "Administrative Technician, Znd Class," (a commissioned

officer rank.)

Another account of langusge trainiang in the Rod Army, o post..w

report bascd on the interrogation of a Soviet deserter who attenaed
the school for a short course in 1945 and again from 1946 to 1948,
is dealt with briefly'here%7 (See Appendix V for excerpts of this
" report.)

According to the Scoviet deserter, the Lastern Faculty in
Turkestan did not begin opurations until late in 1942. This school

 offered courses in the Chinese, Japanese, and Turkish languages

only, but otherwise had the same organization and purpose as the
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Western Faculty. Late in 1943, both Westorn and Eastern Faculties
were united and moved to a permanent installation in a suburb of
Moscow (Lefortova).

In 1945, the Moscow Institute had four faculties (coffeSponding
to colleges in an American university) and the course of instruction
lasted a minimum of four vears. The school was operated by the
Ministry of the Armed Servicés (MV8) and while most of the students
were selected from the Army, civilians and indiviéualsbfrom various
other branches of govermment in the USSR were permitted to attend.
Most graduates were assigned to duty with the armed forces, but
they could be assigned to many branches of the government other
than the military. In 1948, between 2,000 and 2,500 studenﬁs were
enrolled in the school, all of whom wore military unifofms. They
held the rank of "special student" (glushatel) during the first
two years of the course, became junicr liecutenants at the begiﬁning
of the third year, and were commissioned lieutenants upon graduation.
The informant stated that military intelligence officérs other
than interpreters and interrogators studied foreign languages in
other schools. |

It was characteristic of the Soviets to make use of women
in a great number of positions not ordinarily occupied by women in
ﬁhe armed forces of the Western Powers. Many Russian women in

uniform were employed as both interrogators and interpreters, cven

) i
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in forward echelons of the combat units, thereby releasing men
18

»fpr the actugl fighting.

G. Swmery ' ‘

At the beginning of the war, Soviet intelligence services
suffered from the lack of trained and experienced personnel as
interrogators and intéfpretors, There were plenty of German
interpreters, but they were unskilled in military intelligence
methods. After the first year of the war, there was a steady
improvement in Soviet intelligence methods as trained and uniformly
oriented personnel were made avallable by the armed forces and
NKVD schools. As the war progressed, both interrcgators and in-
terpreters beéame experts on the German Army, on conditions in
Germany, and on military intelligence matters in general. In the
prisoner-of-war camps, particularly, NKVD interrogation teams were
staffed with fluent linguists nossessed of a surprisingly detailed
knowledge of German military and civilian affairs and well acquainted
- with @11 aspects of gathering and evaluating prisoner-of-war
“information. |

Intelligence personnel in the armed services and members of
the NEVD who interrogated prisoners wiecre carefully selected and
“had to meet rigid political, montal,'and personal standards before

‘being asrigned to the intellipgence services. Thig personnel

35 ) .“
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underwent difficult and well—rounded couraes of instruction in
Special'schoolsn Some of these schools wﬁre in existence before
the war; many more were established during the conflict. Courses
of instruction ranged from "refresher-courses" of two or three
days' duration to full college courses lasting four or five years.
Many Russian women were employed both as interrogators and inter-

preters,; even in the front lines.

" .
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CHAPTER IX SECRET

INSTRUCTIONS FOR SOVIET CAPTURED rERSONNEL
AND TREATMENT OF REPATRIATED PRISONERS

A. Indoctrination and Training

Exceptvfor a few of the older men, Red Army soldiers who
fought in World War II had been subjected to Communist propaganda
all their lives, but after entering the Army th;y endured an even
more intense program of indoctrination than ordinary Soviet citizens.
Political commissars attached to each unit were responsible for
this aspect of troop training. It was their mission to maintain
high morale and to produce soldiers who were fanatically loyal to
the Soviet Union and its leaders. Most commissars were brave and
intelligent, and although fanatical and unscrupulous their powerful
influence in the Red Army was not achieved entirely by terroristic
methods. The commissars were often more aggressive than the
officers in providing for the general welfare of the men, and their
acts of self-sacrifice and bravery frequently inspired respect.
The Germans noted that last-ditch stands by Red Army units were
often made under the inspired leadership of commissars rather than
officers. German commentators also have remarked that political
comnissars were an important and ﬁecessary part of the structure
of the Red Army because of the passive character of most Russians.l

A basic tenet of the Communist creed which was constantly

dinned into the Red soldiers was that all non-Communist nations

R i
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were the‘implacable enemies of the Soviet Union and were seeking
to destroy it. (Even Russia's "capitalistic" allies during the
war were the target of a subtle propaganda program). Against
the Nazi-led German invaders the Soviets unleashed an especially
bitter campaign of hate. In the propagande directed at the Red
Army, the Communist leaders constantly reiterated the ficfion
that Germens shot all prisoners on the spot, a fiction believed
by most Red soldiers.2 At the begimning of the German offensive,
Soviet plane crews who had parachuted from their planes after being
hit were among the first prisoners taken. According tb German
witnesses, these prisoners "with bitter hate, or, in individual
cases, with uncontrolled sobbing, awaited their fate: they ox-
pected to be shot. . . . They became all the more confused when
the Germans treated them in a friendly manner."3

Soviet soldiers were instructed, as a foremost principle to
be observed, not to permit themselves to be captured; they were to
fight to the death if necessary. This injunction was accompanied
by the warning that they would suffer death, anyway, at the hands
of the Germans. It was emphasized that capture was shameful and |
reprehensible, and the soldiers knew that if they fell into eﬁemy.
‘hands (or deserted) they would suffer investigation or court martial
upon repatriation and that their families would probably suffer

4

reprisals. On the other hand, the Soviets "extolled the virtues
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of the soldier who committed sulcide rather than surrenderf"

- As though rather grgdgingly admitting that some soldiers
wight fall into eneny hands ﬁhrough no fault of their own, the
Boviets did give a minimum number of positive instructions for
behavior if captured. These instructions emphasized two points:
(1) Soviet soldiers were‘fo destroy'all maps, papers, and documents
before imminent capture, and (2) they were to maintain absolute
vecrecy about all military matters.

Following the non-aggression pact with Germany in August 193¢,
Soviet propaganda had, to é certain extont, extolled the virtues
of the Germans. This progran backfired in the early aayg of the
war when survrised and confu%bd Russian soldiers surrendered by
the thousands to the German invaders. Lven st that time, however,
many Red Army units stood their growv. and were annihilated.
Characteristically, the Soviets switched their propaganda prograu
overnight from one of praise to hate. Even more effective in
stiffening resistance were the acte of atrocity committed by the
Germans, their treatment of Russian nriscners and peoples in
occupied arees, and their invasion of the motherland of the Red
soldier who had a ucep-rooted love for that land quife apart {rom
the loyalty inspired by Communist propaganda. During the first
rvart of the war, therefore, and e;neu:alWy ag long as professionsl

soldiers manned the « pfbnoes, there were countless instonces where
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Réq‘soldiers fought to the death when they could have surrendered.
Later in the War, according to German observers, they were not
so willing to sécrificc‘theif lives in hopeless situatiohu; but
upon capture were still terrorized because of the propagenda about
German treatment of prisoners.

Instructions for maintaining secrecy and destroying papers
produced poor results from the Soviet point of view. fhile &
few Soviet prisoners refused to reveal mllitary information‘in
their possession despite threats or promises, the greatest
majority of them talked freely -— even eagerly —- to their captors.
As for papers and maps, German.observers havz stated, "the
Hussian priSOner§7 also»volunteered 4o shov maps and other military
papers which they carried; frecuently one even gained the impreseion
that they had intentionally refrained from destroying some papers
in order to make & favorable impression on the interrogators --
. 7
o notion which especially appeals to primitive men."

The Russian'g fear of betrayal by his comrades, inspired by
the Soviet system of surveillance, made 1t necessary for German
interrogators to guestion Soviet prisoners singly. Only then

would the prisoner talk freely without fear of future denunciations.

In the presence of superiors, comrades, and especially the political

conmissars the Soviet prisoner would gay nothing.
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Information obtained from Soviet prisoners was found by
the Germaﬁs to be reliable and accurate and Soviet military
personnel prbvéd co-operative when treated well. Deserters
were always available for interrogation on all sectors of the
German Eastern Front.8 Except for routine information concerning
their duties, however, most Russian pfisoners knew little about
Red Army plans or affairs because of the stringent security
. practices which ﬁrevailed in the Soviet Union. Important infor-
mation could be'sequred, as a rule, only from officers on the
highest levels of thegfield army and planning staffs and from

political commissars. Naturally, few such prisoners were taken.

B. Irsatment of Hepatriated Soviet Prisoners

The Soviet attitude toward members of their armed forces who
were taken prisoner was demonstrated at the close of the war with
Finland. These prisoners were fopatriated in railway cars marked
"Traitors to the Fatherland" despite the fact that many of them
had been caétured by the Finns after they had been wounded in
battle. All of them were convicted of crimes against the Soviet
Union (the charge was usually "passive defense of the fatherland"),
sentenced to terms of from eight to fifteen years in prison, and

10
sent to concentration camps in Siberia.
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Desplte repeated attempts by the Internatlonal Red Cross
Commlttee, the Unlted States, and other powers to persuade the
bov1et Unlon to adhere to the provisions of the Geneva Conventlon
of" 1929 regardlng the treatment of prisoners of war, the Soviets
refused to make any commltments in that respect. Germany had
announced é willingnesszno apply the prerieions of that convention
on a reciprocal basis, but when the Russians refused £e-co;operate,
the Germans; understandably, declared themselves free of any
obligations and refused to permit the inSpectien of Soviet prison
camps by neutral obsarvers.ll |

| Most natlons in time of war are concerned about the fate of
thelr people who fall into enemy hands and, hence, are w1lling to
exchange 1lsts of prleoners' names with the enemy through neutral
agcnc1es, pxov1de for the sending of rellef parcels to thelr
personnel in enemy prison camps, and arrange for an exchange of
pzlsoner mall | The 90v1ets 1nd10ated their attltudc toward Roa -
goldicrs who had ourrendercd to the encmy by dlpplaylng complcte
indifference on all theee matters. Even when certain of the Western

vAlllOS offered to Shlp rellef supplies to Soviet prlsoneru in

Germany, the Soviet Unlon refused the necessary co—operatlon to
make the Shlpmbntb p0551ble =

It has already been noted that all Rub51ans who had escaped

en01rclement, who hau been trapped behind encmy llnen, or who had
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esceped from enemy capture and had returneo to Russian llnes

were treated w1th great susplclon and were 1mmed1ately 1nterrogated
by personnel of the Smersh units. Soviet citizens in areas occupied
by the Germans often volunteered thelr services or were pressed

into service in the German Army as auxiliary volunteers (Hillsswillige

or "HlWl") When cagtured by the Russians, these individuals were
often shot on the spot or elee were in dan'er of being shot by
their guarde or by passing Red Army soldiers as they were being
?convoyed to the rear. H

| Returned soldlers who claimed that they had es caped”from
cépture as bona fide prisoners of war were taken back into the |
renks only after a long period of investigation in 5pe01al camps.
Those found gullty of traltorous conduct wsre "liguldated." An
) offlcer often lost his rank upon his return to the Russian lines
but was permltted to regain it by proving ‘his worth and loyalty
in battle s Many officers and enlisted men had to clear them-
selvee of su3p1c1on by exemplary conduct in "penal" battalions
which were cons1dered ;expendable" and were forced to take part
in actions in the most dangcrous sectors of the front lines. b
After world dar II, returned Sov1et prisoners were sent to forced -
labor camps as convicted criminals following their repatriation.

In the Soviet Instructions to Red Army personnel there was

e definite 1mpllcatlon that surren er was considered the eguivalent
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ofvdesertion which, of course, is considercd traitorous conduct.
by all armies. The NEVD. tock measures in 1942 to take.repris&ls
against relatives of all known to have committed treason; there-
16
fore, no Soviet prisoner could be Sure_that his family was sule.
' Boviet distrust of any citizen who has becn in any other
- country has been so great that Soviet troops on completing
occupational duties in countrics of western Burope have been,
according to various reports, immediately interned in camps upon
their return to Russia. There they have been discharged from the
army, the waywardness of the capitalist countriscs visited has been
explained to them, and then they'have undergone an iﬁtensive cours:
of Soviet indoctrination four six months. After that, they have
been assighed to labor groups throughout Russia and kept under
close surveillaﬁce. (They usually found that their families had
been split up among other labor groups.) Those showing evidence
of having been tainted with capitalistic ideology have been assigned
17

to forced labor battalions.

Dﬁriﬁg the war, the Germuns transported groups of thousands
of Russian citizens to Germany to serve as slave laborers. Upon
repatriation, these groups were not permitted to return to their
homes but were put in internment camps and reguireﬁ to perform hard
labor. The Soviets considered these people dgngerous because they

had seen too much of the western way of life. Also, Soviet
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leadefs for many years have had to invent pretexts to selze
thousande of citizenc for slave labor in Soviet industry and
this was an excellent excuse.19

Many Soviet prisoners had to be forcibly repatriated to
Russia because of their well-founded fear of punishment upon re-
turn. A Russian colonel, a member of a . screening team sent to the
United States to trace former Soviet soldiers who had by accident
(or design ou the part of the prisoner) been imprisoned in camps
with German prisoners, expressed the Soviet attitude tgward
prisoners Qho had allowed themselves to be captured by saying to
them, "You are nevertheless considered guilty for having become
prisoners. . . . If you do not wish to return -— we will do to
you -- we will -- we will cover you with shame."zo (According

to the interpreter's report, the dashes indicate angry~pauses

made as an obvious threat.)

C. Summary

Soviet armed forces personnel were instructed to fight to the
death rather than to permit themselves to be captured. The virtues
of the Red soldier who did so were extolled, and the soldier who
did not was condemned as havingicommitted an act of disloyalty
approaching treason. Furthermore, the story.that Germans killed

all prisoners was constantly reiterated.
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Recognizing the fact that Réd soldiers would, nevertheless,
be taken prisoner, they were instructed to destroy all maps and
documents in their poséession béf;re imminent capture and, upon
capture, to maintain silence on all military matters when interrc-
gated. |

Soviet iﬁstructions in this regard were not offective. While
many.Red soldiers fought to the death when they ‘could have surrencered,
the Germans captured literally millions of Soviét trocps. These
troops, upon capture, talked freely to their interrogators, and
the Germans considered them a reliable and valuable gource of
information.

The Soviets fenouﬁced Red Army persbnnel who had been taken
_ prisoner. If they eséaped'back to their lines or were recaptured
during fhe wér) they usually had to redeem them;elves by loyal
service in penal battalions, and these units weré considered ex-
pendable in battle. Families of Red soldiers taken prisoner often
suffered reprisals. Practically all Soviet:prisoners repatriated
at the close of the war were condemned to hard labor in forced

labor camps.
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CHAPTER X

SOVIET METHODS OF INTERROGATING
GERMAN PRISONERS OF WAR

A. Phases of Prisoner Treatment

According to former German prisoners of the Soviets, there
were five distinect phases or stages in Soviet methods of handling
prisoners during and after the war. These five phases were:

Phase I: 22 June 1941 (Beginning of War between
Germany and Russia) to Spring of 1942.

Phase II: Spring of 1942 to February 1943 (Stalingrad).

Phase III: Stalingrad to August 1945 (End of War).

Phase IV: End of War to Autumn 1947 (Four Power
Agreement on Prisoners of War. This period
can be celled the "Punishment Years.")

Prase  V: Fall of 1947 bo Present (1950).

Phagse I was characterized by the lack of an effective
military inteliigence organization for the exploitation of
prisoner-of-war information and by extreme brutality on the
part of the Russians. Most of the few prisoners taken were
destroyed, often in a bestial manner, and the few interrogations
that took place were usually conducted in a superficial manner

by combat perscnnel. Prisoners who survived capture were

evacuated to prisoner-of-war camps which were under the supervision

.SECRE>T | SECRET

Approved For Release 2002/01/1 - CIA-RDP65-00756R000400030001-4



Approved For Release 2002/B111Q:: C18-RDPE5-00756R00D40003 00

2
of the Red Army. 0f significance is the fact that no priscners

taken during the first stage of the war arc known to have been
repatriated to the western zone of Germany since the war, the -
impllcatlon being that not even the strongest could survive
four or ilve yeurs imprLaonment under the flgolous cOndltlono
1mpoaed on German prioonera in the campu.a‘ Few 1nterrogat10ns
took pldce in prlboner oi-war canpo urﬁné.thl ;tagé oparenfly
no c1mp interzogatlon program had beon orgdniééd There are a
fev recorded 1nbtances, howevc:, af the extenblve 1nterrogation
of some German offlcers who had bcen taken pri&oner late in 1941 ¢
.l‘ Pllor to the war, Red Army doutrlne had emoha51zed the o
1mportancc of prlsoner 1nterrogat10n, dnd there is no bv1dence
lthau thlb doctrlne was temporarlly bandoned or subpended 50 far
as the Soviet high command wa.s concezned Ih;u;ndlué;;;;natg‘:
killing of prisoners and the failure o properly. exploit prisoners
as sources of information during this stage of the war can be
attributed to several factors. Among these wers lack of prepara-
tion and training, lack of a sufficient number of trained
intelligence officers and interpreters, the general demoralization
and lack-pf dis&ipline in the retreating Red frmy, the fierce
hate for the Nazis generated in the indivicual Red soldier by
propaganda and by the invasion of his native land, and both. real

and imagined atrocities committed by the Germnns. By the end

SECRET SECRET

Approved For Release 2002[3‘569 : CIA-RDP65-00756R000400030001-4



Approved For Release 2@02/01/%01% @A-RDPGS-OO?@I@@&({E@H& -4

of 1941, however, it is certain that the high comnand was ordering
considerate treatment of prisoners and had expressed dissatis-

faction with interrogation results.

Phasa II was ch&ractorlzed by a grow1ng awareness of the
value of prlooner 1nterrogatlon in both higher and lower echelons
and of the need for prisoner labor As Red Army discipline
improved fewer prlsoners were kllled, and they Were, by Sov1et
standards, treated w;th more con51deratlon. Prisoners were in-
terrogated more sklilfuliy and 1n detail No &istincrions were
made, as yet, bctween milltary and political prlsoners, and all
were put to work. There was stlll a comparatlvely umall number

of German prlsoners, and only a small fractlon of these surv1ved

the “punlshment years“ of the fourth phase

Phase III began with the victory at Stalingrad. When Field
Marshal Paulus! Sixth Army surrendered on 2 Feﬁruary 1943, the
-Russians claimed the capture of 23 German generals, 2,500 other
officers, and 90,000 enlisted men who had survived the battle.
During the great winter offensive which lasted from November 1942
threugh March 1943 (including Stalingrad), the Soviets claimed
thaet they killed 820,000 German and satellite troops and took

350,000 prisoners. Manpower needs had continued to grow, and

now that large numbers of prisoners were available a fairly
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well-regulated organization was developed to exploit them.
‘Prisoner rations andlliving conditions wers slightly improved

and a few recuperation and convalescent camps were set up. in
“the labor camps, howevef, prisoners were often literally "worked
to death". Late in 1943, the Soviets began to meke distinctions
between politicad and purely military prisoners, the former
(membefs of the SS units, secret field police, and the like)
receiving much more severe treatment than the latterf A well»
organized interrogation program began to function both in the
field and in the camps. This program was designed to exbloit
every bit of useful information in the possession of the prisoners.
‘ High—ranking.officers, technicians, and other of the better in-
formed prisoners were sent for extended éeriods to special camps
where highly trainéd, expert interrqgatérs gubjected them to
exhaustive interrogations on all possible subjects. During this
y period the Soviets also began an extensive program of propa-
»gandizing prisoners (the antifa movement) and of exploiting_thum
fof political purposes. ©Selected prisoners who expressed or
simulated eﬁthusiasm for communism were sent to schools where

they were trained to become propegandists or informers in prisoner-
of -war éamps and the nucleus of a communist movement andAén
espionage system in postwar Germany. The Soviets carefuliy staged

the formation of the "National Committee for Free Germany" (NKFD)
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to give it the appearance of a spontaneous movement on the part
of the Germans. Many high-ranking German prisoners lent their
names to this organization goften against their wishes or with-
out their knowledge) which, in the long-run, failed to receive

the support of the great majority of the prisoners.

Phagse IV, which began at the end of the ﬁér, ushered in a
period of intense suffering on the @art of the prisoners. The
German Armed Forces High Command (OKW) eétimated that approxi-
mately four million German prisoners were in Russian hands at
the end of the war and that about half of these died from hunger,
oﬁer—work, disease, and brutal treatment.6 The Russians seemed
to adopt the attitude that prisoners were to suffer puﬁishment
for the collective guilt of the German people: the already
inadequate food rations were cut still more; prisoners were
forced to perform the hardest types of 1abqr and to.meet pro- .
ducpion quotas that would have exhausted well-fed, healthy men.

Interrogations continued to take place, the cmphasis now
beingvplaced on information ebout the western powers (United
States and Great Britain). Attempts were also made to diécover
"war criminals," various categories of intellectuals, German

military intelligence personnel, and "fascists" among the

prisoners,
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As the lot of the general run of prisoners became worse,
that‘éf the collaborators became better. Hunger, inhuman living
conditions, and hope of repatriation drove a few prisoners into
the ranks of these collaborators. The progrém of propagandizing
prisoners, while not completely abandoned, was not emphasized
during this period. Toward the end of 1946, conditions began to
improve, and a few prisoners were cveul permitted to send a limited

number of letters to their homes.

Phagse V began in the fall of 1947 following the submission

.. of repatriation plans by the Allied Powers in accordance with the

agreement of the Council of Foreign Ministers providiﬁg for the
repatriation of all prisoners in Allied hands before 31 December
1948. From this point on, prisoners were given better food,
eclothing, and housing; more (though far from all) of the prisoners
were allowed to write letters, and the propaganda program hit

a new peak of intensity.

During Phase V, the interrogation program also underwent a
change. It was accelerated and the emphasis:wés almost entirely
on an attempt to discover war criminals or brisoners who were
~guilty of one or‘mofe of a wide variety of crimes. Interrogations
were conductgd.which resulted, invariébly, iﬁ the finding of

evidence against prisconers whom the Soviets did not wish to
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repatriate. This evidence was used to try, conviet, and sentence
selected prisoners to long terms of hard labor in concentration
camps for war criminals. These prisoners thereby lost their
status as priéoners of war, and the Soviets could thus give a
semblance of legality and truth to their subsequent claims that
~all "prisoners of war" had beén repatriated. Actually, hundreds
of thousands of German and Japanese prisoners were kept behind

on trumped-up charges while the Soviets accomplished thelr double
objective of maintaining a large supply of sia&e labor and re-
teining under their control a block of individuals capable of
effective anti—écviet leadership if repatriated.7

Methods of inﬁerrogation as practiced by the Soviets durihg

and after World War II differed considerably in each of the five

phases outlined in the preceding discussion. The principal change

" occurred at the beginning of Phase III when the NKVD apparently

took over most of the‘strategic interrogation program from the
military; After the war, of course, the émphasis changed from
immediately usofui tactical and strategic information to long-
range strategic information concerning potential enemies of the
Soviet Union and to the "confessional" types of information needed

to implement the Soviet political and forced-labor programs.
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B. Soviet Interrogation Methods as Applied in the Field

1. Some Aspects of Soviet Intelligence Doctrine

Interrogation of prisoners of war by the Soviets has had
a broader purpose than that of most nations. Soviet interro-
gations have been intended not only to provide tactical and
strategic information for military commanders but also to solicit
agents and subversives for use within the lines of the enemy
and for implementing the higher political aims of the Soviet
Union and the Communist party.

While Soviet military intelligence doctrine has placed much
emphasis upon the importance of prisoner interrogation, more
emphasis has been placed upon the value of ground observation
‘and reconnaissance_ahd ﬁpon elaborate systems of agents placed
within the enemy lines for purposes of securing tactical infor-
mation about the enemy situation.  Although the latter methods
of gathering iﬁtelligénce will not be discussed in detail, it is
necessary; however, to mentioh that the Russians did make most
effectiveluse of reconnaissance and of agents and that they had
highly developed techniques in these fields of intelligence.

As has been noted, the Red Army was required to evacuate
prisoners to the rear with what, to foreign observers, seemed
to be excessive haste, and combat echelon military intérrbgatofs

ware permitted to question prisoners only briefly on matters of
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immediate tactical inte;ggtnﬁp_the lower gnit commanders. Despite
this seemingly secondary role to which interrogation was relegated
in practice, Red Army field commanders continued to ascribe much -
importance to this method of gathering combat intolligence.9

In the strategic interrogation program, prisoners were of
primary importance to the Soviet high command. German staff
officers, since the war, have admi£ted that by the end of 1943
the Soviets had "an absolutely precise picture of Germany's
military and industrial potential," and that their information
about Germany's order of battle and tables of organization "was
almost complete down to the last German battalion, with even the

10
names and characteristics of commanders fairly accurately recorded.”

2. Russian Characteristics Affecting Interrogation Methods

The Russians as a people are possessed of a number of

psybhological characteristics which have set them apart from other
Europeans and Asiatics. These characteristics have undergone

minor modifications under the Soviet regime and have been the
subject of many volumes writtcn by non-Russians. Any discussion

of psychological‘characteristics applicable to Russians as a

whole leaves considerable margin for error because of the hetero-
geneous character of the population. The following comments canﬁot
even be considered a comprehensive discussion of the subject as it

affects interrogation, but they may point the way to a better
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understending of some aspects of Soviet treatment of prisoners
of war.

The Russian, as an individual, is given to wide variations
of mood, fluctuating erratically from exuberant good-nature and
cordiality to gloomy depression and cruelty. The Russian masses
are susceptible to politidal and religious psychoses.ll The same
interrogétér may be cruel on one occasion and kind on the next.
But much that appears to be ineredibly cruel to western people
"~ is not coﬁsidered cruel by the Russians. Lower standards of
living in Russia are partiallyfr95ponsible for this characteristic.
Physical and mental suffering is endured stoically and viewed
with equanimity.

) Soviet citizens, particularly officials, usually adopt a
superior attitude toward nationals of other countries. Psycho-
logically, this concelit may Ee in part a compensatory reaction
caused by a national inferiority complex (as:claimed by ébme
psychologists), but it iz also partially compounded of genuine
egotisu engendered by Soviet propaganda aﬁd based on ignorance.
This egotism can be a handicap to an intérrogatorzwhosé judgment
is thereby adversely‘affected when making evaluations of persons
or information.

The Soviet regime has kept itself in power by maintaining

close secret surveillance over every citizen. Consequently, an
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air of suspicion and distrust pervades the Soviet Union. No one
trusts anyone else, & characteristic handed down from Tsarist days.
A Russian's treatment of prisoners when he is alone with them is
often quite different than when other Russians are present.

Super-bureaucratic regulations attempt to preyent failure or
shortcomings on the part of individual Soviet citizens. Failure
is often regarded as treason or sabotage and may be punished by
death. Hence, interrogators will go to any length to get desired
information, and prisoners, under duress, often make statements
or sign confessions on matters about which they hgve little or
no knowledge in order to satisfy an interrogator who is determined
not to fail at any cost.

Russiané have been taught that all members of non-Communist
nationg are their sworn enemies: hence, every prisoncr, because
he is an cnemy of the Soviet regime, is considered a liar as a
matter of principle. Interrogations drag on, sqmetimes for years,
merely in an attempt to prove that the prisomer is a liar.

Sysfematically created ignorance and misunderstandings about
the non-Russian world plus chauvinistic propaganda which has
glorified the Soviet way of 1life aud eraggerated Russian accomplish-
ments have proeved to be handicaps tu Soviet interrogators. Thus,
many prisoners are thought to be liars when they tell the truth

about conditions in their native countries because the truth is
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contrary to Soviet teachings. OSince a Soviet interrogator knows
of no other way of life, he canmnot, for instance, believe that a
prisoner who once traveled as a tourist in the USSR was not really
there on an espionage mission for his government. Such mental
handicaps result in wrong evaluntions, and prisoheré who afe be—v
lieved to be lying suffer further hardships.

The obsession for political intefpretations of actions and
ovents which is a characteristic of Communists (and of most Soviet
functionaries) makes itself evident even in questions asked by
combat echelon interrogators and in the evaluation of the informa-
tion. This obsession may be considered another handicap for Soviet
intelligence personnel who sometimes draw irrelevant and fauity
“conclusions when attem%ting to interpret fects,in‘keeping ﬁi@h
current Soviet political theory.lz

Observers of the Red Army during World War II have frequently
commented on the influence of alcohol on the behav1or pattcrn of
the average Russian. Whether the tendency to urlnk to exceos is
bascd on psychological factors or whother the excessive conoumptlon
of alcohol produces effects s1m11er to psychotlc dlsturbances
cannot be determined herc, but there is no doubt that some of the
brutal exoesses committed by Russians against the Germans were

committed by Red Army persomnel under the influence of alcohol.

Prl soners of the Russians were often mistreated or shot by drunken
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guards, interrogators, or cther‘individuals. ' o
The‘foregoing comments om psychological characteristics of

Russians, as modified by the Soviet regime, have emphasized

mental and psychological handicaps under which Soviet intelligence

- personnel have performed their tasks. It mﬁst be kept in mind,

however, that most top-level Soviet ieaders have been hard-headed,

intelligent realists who have not suffered the delusions which

they have deliberately created in the minds of the masses,

Evaluation of prisoner information in the highest echelons of

the Soviet intelligence service hag apparenfly resulted in realistic

- and accurate conclusicns concerning enemy potentialities and

intentions.

3. Interrogation in Combat Echelons of the Red Army During
the First Stage of the War

Generalizations about Soviet interrogation methods are difficult
to make since methods seemed to differ, superficially at least,

~with each interrbgator. Appendix VI of this study consists of

forty short excerpts from dbcuments, each of which pertains to
me£hod§ or procedures used by Soviet iﬂterrogaporé. Part One

(Itemé 1 to 25) of this appendix consists of case histories or
statements about interrogations of prisoners éf war. Part Two
consists of exﬁmples of political interrogations. It is recommended

that, if possible, the reader study Appendix VI before, or
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immediately after,_reading this and the following sectiong of
this study which pertain to actual methods practiced by Soviet
interrogators in the field and in the prisonéf—of—war caﬁps.

NKVD interrogations'in the prié5ﬁer camps assumed fairly
definite patterns of procedure: that 1ls, a prisoner who wag
thought to be withholding information or who refused to co-operate
in_signing'éﬁatements'or confessions was subjected to a systematic
program of terror which was effective in breaking his will‘£§
reéist the demands of his interrogators. |

‘Interrogation in the combat echelons of the Red Arm§ aiéo
assumed a definite pattern,'especiall& after Stalingrdd, but this
pattern has not emerged as clearly as that of tﬁe camp intérro-
‘gation procedure. Since the principal source\of-infbrmation
for this part of the study has been former Germén'priéoners of
the Soviets and since practically'none of these priéénefs
were ceptured prior to Stalingrad, little information on
actual practices in the field during the first two yearé‘of~
the war is available. Interrogations in the field were»uﬂﬁéii;

- brief, and prisoners were ‘evacuated rapldly to the rear durlng a
time when most ‘of them were still suffering from the hock of
capture and all was strange «nd confused. The prisoners were
questioned by many interrogators in different uniforms and few

of them could distinguish between military intelligence, NKVD,
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and Political Directorate personnel; neither could they be sure
whether it was a battalion, a division, or a corps headquarters
at which they were being questioned. The whole procedure was
Tinished within a few hours or days, and their memories of this
‘phase of their prisonership are usually hazy and confused. In
the camps, however, the prisoners had time to get their bearings,
and their memories of camp interrogations are vivid and bitter.
Nearly all repatriated German prisoners have been reluctant to
discuss their experiences, either becagse of fear of eventual
.reprisals or because they seem to prefer to forget this period
in their lives. Former German staff officers who collaborated
on the series of studies (PW Project #14) upon which much of this
" part of this study is based have remarked at length on the diffi-
cultigs experienced in collecting information on Soviet methods
of interrogation from repatriates.l4

During the first phase of the war few prisoners were taken
and even fewer survived capture. This practice of killing priscners
-persisted even into 1943 despite strict orders to the contrary.l5
' The Red Army conducted practically all interrogations during the
first phasc of the war, although the political commissars and the
© 00 NKVD units participated in the interrogation program to a
limited degreec:

- Disregarding the normal procedure, under which most prisoners
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were not interrogated at all or only briefly before being killed,
the interrogation and evacuation procedure seems to have followed
that prescribed in the 1940 instructions which have alrealy been
discussed at some length earlier in this study.

Immediately after capture the prisoner was disarmed and
searched for papers, documents, and maps. Members of the éapturing
party nearly always robbed the prisoner of all of his personal
possessions, scmetimes stripping him almost naked; boots, gloves,
and underwear were frequently taken by the underclothed Russians
and not replaced, even in winter weather. If the capturing soldiecrs
did not steal the prisoner's personal @ossessions, interrogators
and officers did later. This practice seemed to continue through-
out the war despite regulations and specific orders to the contrary.
These orders specified that property which could be used to facili-
tate escape could be confiscatéd, and this point was broadly in-
terpreted; watches, eyeglasses, even wedding rings disappeéred
into the pockets of Russlans who had been denied such luxuriesw
21l their lives. On the other hand, discipline was apparently
good on the matter of sending papers, documents, maps, and new
or unusual.equipment back through channels to intelligence sections
where eveluaticns could be made.

Except for a few questions about the immediate situation which

were sometimes asked by company officers of the capturing unit, the
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first interrogation usuailfjtook place at battalion headquarters.
Sometimes thig first interrogation took place at regiment, according
to the standing operating prbcedure of the individuel unit or the
availability of interrogator and interpreter personnel. Officers,
noncommissioned officers, and enlisted men had by this time been
separated into groups and were not allowed to mingle.

Prisoners were interrogated individually, and answere were
written down on a simple personnel form. Questions were confined
to personal data and to the immediate combat situation. Typical
examples of these personnel forms may be seen in Appendix I,

Formg i, 2, and 3. This form, and subsequent formg filled out
at higher echelons, accompanied the prisoner on his way to the
rear and formed the beginning of a complete dossier which was
-kept on each prisoner throughout his imprisonment. Forms were
probably‘mdde in duplicate or trlpllcate, one of which was re-
tained by the interrogatlng unit, the others being forwardeld with
the prisoner. fhése forms sometimes included a consignment and
receipt form tthlace responsibility for delivery of prisoners on
the nexi higher echelon and to relieve the guard detall which had
escorted them to the rear from Further responsibility. (See
Appendix I, Form 1.)

Especially important information gained by prisoncr intervc-

gation at any echelon was forwarded by the fastest possible eans
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to higher echelons and appropriate lower or neighboring units.
Especially knowledgeable, high-ranking, or.otherwise important
prisoners were dispatched by vehicle if possible to the next
.higher échelon.

Interrogations were usually‘conducted by an officer (the
“battalion exccutive officer or the PNSch 2 of the regiment) with
the aid of an interpreter. Sometimes the unit commander partici~v
pated in an interrogation, and at other times three or four officers
would be present inciuding political commissars and NKVD personnei.

- All ‘statements were written down, sometimes during the interview,

i sometimes afterward. Soviet instructions on this matter were

that as a general practice notes were to be taken after the inter-
view."

Interrogation methods were often brutal, particularly if the
prisoner refused to télk or to .sign prepared statements. The
questions were direct and little if any subtlety was attempted.
The interrogator usually took the attitude that the prisoner was
lying, and the latter was subjected to shouted abuse, table pounding,
thrents of death, beatings, and tofture. Interrogators sometimes
played with a pistol throughout the interview, threatening the
prisoner with it from time to time, During the first two stages
- of the war, prisconers were often shot after the initial interro-

gation, even after they had talked freely. On the other hand,
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there are recorded -instances of prisoners who were treated with
soldieriy correctness, who were interrogated courteocusly, and
who were given cigarettes, liquor, and food. More often, prisoners
were fed, clothed, and sheltered inadequately during the evacua-
tion p;ocess; factors which combined with excessively long daily
mé}éheé to the rear (during which stragglers or the exhausted
were shot) resulted in a high rate of mortality before the prisoners
reached camps in the interior.l7

Iﬁéomﬁétent‘interrogatoré often took the attitude that even
the lowliest private should know the answers to every question
and they consequently threatened or tortured the prisoner in an

effort to meke him talk. Thus intimidated, many prisoners fabri-

cated answers in an attempt to placate the interrogator. These

P

éﬂsﬁérs later sealed his doom because they proved him to be a liar.

‘in some instances prisoners or deserters were recruited after
or during their initial interrogation to return to their own lines
as agents or subversives. Othersvwere forced to write letters
or to sign statements which could be used in the psychological
warfare program (to inspire desertions or disaffection in the

18

German ranks). Prisoners who were known to have relatives in
a zone occupied by the Hussians were often recfuited as stool

pigeons or agents with the threat that reprisals would be taken

against their relatives if they did not faithfully undertake
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assigned missions.

From the beginnine, stool pigeons were used to spy on the .
prisoners, to gain their confidence and thus to discover whether
the,prisoner had lied during his‘interrogation,,.These stoel
pigeons entered the ranks of thevprisoners, were processed and

treated fhe same as other prisoners, and were eyapuat@drwith the
others tQ.prison-camps. Some were easy to deﬁecﬁ, othe%é were
very clever and passed as bona fide prisoners. Intel;igence per-
sonnel posing as medics were.trained to gain the confidgnce of
,WOUQQQQ prispngrs, to pretend to befriend them, and to remember
important bits of information which were overheard or gained in
friepdly conversations.

The Soviet high commend, throughout the war, emphasized time
and again the importance of rapid evacuation of prisoners to the
rear. Prisongrs werc supposed to remain at batpalign,and regi-
mental headguarters for no more than thirty minutes (or not more
than three hours according to some sources), and if there were .
large numbersfof prisoners interrogation was to consist of no more
thap the gathering of the personal data on each prisoner and spot
questioning of the more important captives. During the_firsﬁ two
years of the war, the guard-escort who conducted prisoners back.
to division f:equgg;ly murdered thgm during this;phase of the

evacuation process (probably using the time-worn excuse that the
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prisoners had tried to escape), and rear area Russian soldiers
took this opportunity to kill a few Germans as the convoy passed
“their positions.

At division, sometimes at corps, the second interrogation
took place. This was far more thorough than the first and may be

designated as the main interrogation. All prisoners were questioned

‘aCéording to a form which was much more elaborate than that used
‘at battalion or regimental level. (See Appendix I, Forms 4 and 5.)
This form contained many duéstions which the average‘German soldier
" was unable to answer. Differences between interrogator and prisoner
began to develop at this level as statements made here differed
from those recorded on the earlier form. The prisoner suffered
when the intefrogator found contradictions and, on that basis,
acecused the prisoner of lying or withholding information. The
same direct, brutal-if-necessary techniques of interrogation were
used here as at lower levels early in the war. ‘Military questions
were confined to the immediate combat situation, but meny questions
were about conditions in Germany, and there was evidence of great
curiosity on the part of the Russians concerning civilian ways of
1ife in other countries. (Questions on the latter subject were
asked by all interrogators from the lowest to the high-echelons,
sonetimes outweighing questions on military matters. Officially,

“such questions were supposed to be asked only by political

o : » ;
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commissarswor»NKVD,pQTSOnnc;jragher than by milite:y interrogators.)
. Many:-of . the prisoners endﬁred their last interrogationsﬁat
the shandg, of military intelligence personnel at division leyei.
German officers were, of course, carefully interypgetedwatiall ,-
levels. Duplicates of the interrogation forms were sent to‘higher
echelons where routine examination of the forms occasionally{iq—
dicated some reason for additional interrogations. Otherwise,
the myriad bits of information supplied by the ordinary‘prisqners
- wore recorded in the elaborate files maintained in higher echelon
intelligence units and became the basis for order of battle reports
and long-range estimates of the situation. At division (or corps),
however, the better informed prisoners and the technical specialists
were earmarked for interrogations at higher echelohs by intelligence
personnel from the intelligence sections (RO's) of appropriate arms
.an& services,

German military intelligence personnel, suspected agents,
deserters, and political personnel (members of militant political
organizations such as the 5SS, SD, etc.) were kept apart and in-
terrogeted by personnel of the 00 NKVD pp;tsyiefter Which they
were elther "liquiddted" or sent to hiéher echelons of the 00 NKVD
for further gquestioning. The Red Army lost jgrisdietion over such

prisoners at division level.
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The political commissars also questioned prisoners at this
level. Their quéstions were pfincipally on matters concerning
political ideologies and the morale of enemy troops; they were

~also interested in the effect of Soviet propaganda leaflets and
broadcasts on German soldiers and were on the lookout for infér—
matlon to include in future propaganda leaflets.

Apparently, many interrogations were carried out 1ﬁ the
presence of thg unit commander, the military intelligence officer,
a political commissar, the NKVD interrogator, and an interpreter,
811 of whom bombarded the confused prisoner with éuestions. In
most caseg, no semblance of order was achieved in the processing

. and interrogation of prisoners until mid-1943, although effective
use was being made of prisoner information long before that.

While interrogations at division or corps level were supposed
to be thorough, the highhcgmmand nevertheless insisted upon rapid
evacuation of prisoners to érmy level for the third inferrogation.
The corps was normally bypassed in tii. evacuatlon process and if
interrogations were carried on at this level, they more or less
duplicated the procedure normally carried out at d1v151on \

Few prisonors were capturaed early in the war; thcrufore; most
of them were subjected to this third 1nterrngatlon at army level
which was somewhat broader in scopc than at d1v1510n or corps level

(home address, tour of duty, and similar details), but most questions
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still pertained to the hilitary situation and lower unit tactics.
It the;e;were large numbers of prisoners, only the more important ‘
or peepuinformed were questienod, along with those whose interro-
gation fprme rzceived from lower echelons‘indicated a need for
further‘ouestioning A few 1mportant prisoners were eent

‘front (drmy group) headquarters and even to the GRU in Moscow

for further interrogations, and technicel specialists among the

- prisoners were questioned at longth by personnel ef the RO's of
thetvarious arms and servicee. Otherwise, it may be assﬁmed that
the army intelligence section concerned itself primarily with the
systematic'eveluation of'information contained in the numerous
prisoner~interrogation forms received from lower echelons. Con-
eplidated feports were sent twice daily to the army group RU While
appropriate findings wefe disseminated to various headquarters of
the command and tQ edjacent units.

At afﬁy leﬁel, the prisoner usually mei, for the fifet time,
Soviet 1ntelllgence personnel who were trained 1nterrogdtors and
‘WhO were to some extent familiar with conditions in Germany and
with German military organlzatlon and tactics. Brutal methods,
as a rula, were frodncd upon, and the prisoners were treated with
a certelnjamount of praultlonal military courtesy.

From army level, practically'all prisoners were evacuated 1o

the zone of interior where they were assigned to various prisoner-
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of -war camps. According to German reports, these camps were
under the jurisdiction of ﬁhe Red Army during the first stage
of tﬁe war. If this was actually the practice, it was not strictly
in accordance with the 1940 instructions which specified that the
NKVD was to take over the prisoners at army level. In any event,
prisoners in the camps were subjected to few if any systematic
interrogations before the second stage_of the war (spring of 1942) .
The foregoing discussion of_intefrogation methods and pro-
cedures practiced during the first stage of the war may have given
the impression of orderly plan'and execution. This, emphatically,
wes not the situation. The retreating and temporarily defeated
Red Army was in no condition, nor had it the préper preparation
and training,‘fo carry out orderly procedures in matters pertaining
to prisoner interrogation. Prisoners were somet;ﬁes questioned
only at division and then shipped to concentration areas, or sent
from division directly to front headquarters and then to:the in-
terior. (See Appendix VI, Items 1, 5, and 7.) Despite changes
in orgagization and procedure initiated by the Soviet high command
iﬁ the spring of 1942, i£ we,S not until the third stage of the war
that an orderly and uniform system for the interrogation and

evacuation of prisoners began to function smoothly and efficiently.
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b Interrugatlon in Combat Bcehelons of the Hed Army
During the Second and Third Stapes of the War

a. Mllltarv Interrogation in the Flbld

Durlng the w1nter of 1941—42, the Red Army hud bc@n uble
to stablllzo 1ts 11nus and even to undertaKe some offenJ1VL onera-
tlons By the Snrlng uf 1944 “the Red Army hnu undtrgone consider-
' &ble roorganlzatlon. Incompetvnt leudurshlp had ‘been rwplaged by

eyPorlenced battle~provbn pursonnel and lCSSUnS learned durlng
the flrst dlbastrouu months were rcsultlng in thu adoptlon of new
mcthods and in Lhe 1mprovemunt of the tralnlng program.

Wlth rogard to prlsongrc of war, two factors hdd bgen at
hork with far redchlng efieots on the 1nterlogutlon orogram,4
beglnnlng w1th the second Stcgu of the war: (l) man»ower needs
for Ru5°1a'“ 1nduutry and ugrlculbure were acute, and bovxut -
leadcrp were eager to utlllae large numbers of prlkonor; @s
laborers; (2) an 1ncruao1nc awarencss of the value‘of prlboncr
1ntcrrogatlun had bebn accomuanluﬂ by nrow1ng dis batlsfactlon

'w1th 1nterrogation results. | B

| The cnangps whlch took placc in rogard to prluonér truétant
‘and 1ntcrrugdtlon consisted more of enforcement of hlthgrto dls~
regarded regulatlons than of the aqutlon oi newly conuélved pro-
‘cedure | APGO“dlng to Red Army reguldtlonb in @x1gtence at the

beglnnlng of the War, gnemy soldiers who uurrcnuered were to be
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granted quarter. In'prdctiee,‘the Soviet high‘command apparently
tolerated thebkilling of-briserers during the first stage of the
war, Beginning in the Winter of 1941442, howerer, the high command
began to send out an 1ncrea31ng number of orders to the effect
that prl oners‘ lives were to be Sparel and bhat they were not to
be robbed of their‘personal possessions. The Red Army waS'slow,
operent]y, to re,pond t¢6 this new dlSpensatlon, and numerous

.1nptdnce§ are recorded of the massacre of German prlsonere even
after Staiingrad, which was a turnlng point in the treatment of
prleoners An order which fell 1'nto Germaﬁ‘hands; dated December
1942 and 1suupd by a Soviet cavalry corps, quoted hlgher authority
‘1n decrgelng that Germons who surrendered were to bc treated
well l?‘ On the other hand, many Russian prisoners claimed that
after the Germen had refused to surrender at Sfalingrad, an order
had been 1beued which specified that no more prlbonors were to bu
taken. Accordlng to the same Russian prlsoners, this order was
cencéllod before the surrender of Paulus' Sixth Army.zo Aceordrng
to some reports, this order was rescinded a few days before the
telmlnatlon of the fightlng at Stalingrad. The resc1nd1ng order
mey h&vc been ut¢lln Order No. l7l.<1

A Soviet ofllcer captured by tﬁe Germaﬁs in March 1943 pro-
fessed that during”his tour of duty as a corps intelligence officer

he had seen several orders from the corps commanding general
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directing the troops not to shoot priscners but to forwa?d them
to corps headquarters for interrogation.22 Various cther orders
.
issued by Red Army commanding officers were captured by thé
Germans, which ordered the troops not to kill prisoners or to
'take thelr clothlng and personal nossessions. *
’ The Soviet high command obviously had difficulties in gaining
"~ compliance with its orders regarding the treatmenﬁ of prisoners.
The important fact is, however, that the orders did take effect,
4aitﬁough slowly, and more and more prisoners survived c&pture;
théréby becoming available for interrogation. ToWard the end of
thevﬁar; practically all prisoners were spared, and their troat-
ment in the evacuation process improved. The reasons for this
were primarily economic rather than hunanitarian: prisoners who
arrived at a labor camp sick, exhausted, frost-bitten, or starved
wefé not much use as laborers. The high command wag never able
to stop completely the practice of stealing prisoners' personal
possessions immediately after capturs, wbut (except for the taking
of w1nter clothlng whlch causcd the death of many prlponorQ) this
was rvgaldud as a compara tively minor matter and was tolerated.
Rapld evacuation of prisoners, however, was considered important

by‘the high command and was the subject of reprimands and orders

to lower units throughout the war.
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It will'have boen noted that the 00 NKVD units, which
became UKR NKO (Smersh) units in 1943, cqnducted part of the
interrogation program in the field. M?mbers of these organi;
zations were all Communists and were under direct supervision
of the NKVD or the NKGB, the latter an offspring of the former
and both direct agencies of the Communist party.24

Another agency having an important part in the interrogation
program was the Main Political Directorate of the NKO which had
Political Sections attached to ficld headquarters of the Red Army
in all echelons of command down to and including divisions.
Though nominally a pért of the Red Army, the Main Political
Directorate and its political commissars took their directions
from the Communist party. WNeither the political commissars nor
personnel of the counterintelligence units (00 NKVD)‘communicated
results of their interrogations to military intelligence sections,
except for important bits of combat intelligence which were gained
iﬁcidentally in their investigations.

There were several reasons for this shift of responsibility
for interrogation from the Red Army to the NKVD and other agencics
dircetly reloted to the Communist partys: (1) the Soviet high
command was dissatisfied with the Red Army's handling of the
interrogation program during the first stage of the war;

'(2) the NKVD was the traditional agency responsible for espionage

. o SOV >
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and counterintelligence and had available a comparatively large
number of trained intelligence personnel along with school
facilities for the rapid training of new interrogators, inter-
preters, and evaluators of prisonmer information; (3) the Soviet
regime has, as one of its fundamental principles of holding
power, always maintained strict censorship over information
going in and out of Ruesia. The strategic intelligence program
involved the colieqtion of true facts sbout conditions in other
vcountries, and Soviet ieaders were determined to confine this
information to the smallest possible number of trusted individuals
withih the‘CQmmunist party. Members of the NKVD who conducted
the sﬁratégic interrogation program were carefully screened for
their loyalty and trustworthiness.

While the Red Army suffered some disadvantages from the
ceﬁtralization of the interrogation program in the hands of the
NKVD, actually it was a progressive step so fér as the nation-
wide war effort was concerned. Tha military was still permitted
to gather the vitaliy important combat intelligence which ie& so
necessary to £hé ddy~to—d&y conduct of operations in the field.
Even combat information of this nature, when collected system-
atically from huge numhcru of prisoners, can be collated and
evaluated, resultlng in strategic intelligence on matters such

as order of battle and the status of reserves. It may be assumed
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that the GRU in Moscow carried on such activities but that very
little such activity had been carried on early in the war.

The main emphasis in the 1nterrogatjon program was shifted
during the second stage hf the war from the field to the camps.
The NKVD performed the enormous task of subjecting all prisoners
to long interrogations in the prisoner-of-war camps. In addition
to the information collected in this manner, the NKVD had avail-
able each prisoner's dossier containing copies of all previous
interrogation reports made on the prisoncer, signal intelligence
nonitoring service reports, agents reports, and other files of
information normally collected by top-level strategic intelligence
services of great military powers. Strategic intelligence formu-
lafed by the NKVD was transmitted immediately to appropriate high-
ranking political leaders who were directing the war effort; many
of these political leaders were military leaders as well. Red
Army leaders not included in the Kremlin's inner circle were given
only such strategic informatidn as was considerecd necessary for
their proper conduct of operations in the fieid°

By the third stage of the war, sufficient numbers of trained
and experienced interrogation personnel were available to staff
almost all headguarters of the Red Army. Interrogations were
carried out in a uniform manner, resulting in more complete coverage

on the combat situation and permitting faster and morc accurate
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evaluations in higher headquarters. As another result of
experience and of better training and organization was the more
expeditiously channeling of information to higher headquarters
and its dissemination to interested headquarters .and agencies.

So far as military intelligence interrogations and prisoner
evacuation from the point of capture to army level were concerned,
procedures diffcfed little from those described as- taking place
during the first stage of the war, except that dufing the second
and third stages, prescribed procedures became the rule rather
than the exception. Brutal techniques disappeared almost entirely
during interrogations, though rot during evacuation, and prisoners
were treated with a reasonable amount of soldlerly courtesy by
interrogators. Officers nearly always conducted the interrogations,
and their techniques improved rapidly during the_second stage of
the war. The quality of interpreter personnel, however, did not‘
seem to improve as rapidly as that of the interrogators.

One of the few documents available on the matter of Sovigt
instruction in the technique of interropation is a German interro-
v gationvgepoft which has been reproduced as Appendix IV of this
“study. This document describes a lecture on interrogation and

& demonstration of a model interrogation which had been a part

#See page 187 of this study for the background information
on this document.
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of a three-day course of instruction presented to intelligence
officers in the field. Undoubtedly, much more time was devoted
to the technique of interrogation in basic and advanced courses
for intelligence personnel, but this demonstration and lecture
may be assumed to be a condensed version of what was taught in
the longer courses. This isolated report cannot, of course, be
aécepted as the final word on interrogation procedure recommended
by Red Afmy intelligence authorities; on the basis of accounts
given by former German prisoners? however, it may be evaluated as
being "probably true." Understandably, the Soviet prisoner told
of no brutal practices and emphasized that priscners were treated
humonely. It may be appropriate to note that few Red Army regu-
lations or written orders which are available recommended or
préscribed procedurcs which would violate gencrally accepted rules

of land warfare.

Significant aspects of Soviet interrogation techniques revealed

by the afore-mentioned source were:

1. Emphasis on proper preparation by the interrogator before
the interrogation (familiarity with the situation, know-
ledge of information which is needed);

<. Careful checking of a prisoner's veracity by cross-examining

him on previously made statements;

3. The psychological approach of pretending that the true
answers to the questions asked were already known;

sgcner SECRET

Approved For Release 2002/@j1/10 : CIA-RDP65-00756R000400030001-4



Approved For Release 2g0ﬁ/001 1405 %IA-RDPG%{Q@I%Q\OEGH%OOM-4

4. The selection of an interrogator, if possible, whose
personality inspires a faverable response from the
individual prisoner;

5. A preference for the kindly or polite approach as being
psychologically more effective (food, brandy, and
cigarettes for the prisoner before questioning);

6. The use of stool pigoons and intelligence personnel
posing as medics who gained information from prisoners
by subterfuge;

7. The presence in the front lines of intelligence officers
from regiment or division to guestion prisoners lmme-
diately after capture;

8. Emphasis on gaining the following information by military
intelligence officers from regimental to army head-
quarters: S

Training of the prisoner

Strength and fighting power of his unit
Reserves ‘ :
Artillery

Tanks .

Engineer equipment

Chemical warfare equipment

Sanitary and veterinary facilities

Troop morale 25
Mission of the prisoner's unit.

£

°

e D0 RO 0 TR

During the second end third stage of the war, the prisoner-
evacuation procedure, with brief pauscs for questioning at the
various headquarters, remained much the same as that prescribed

(but seldom practiced) during the first stage of the war. Officers,

noncommissioned officers, and enlisted men were kept in separate
groups throughout the evacudation process as were members of the

ss; thé Gestapo, the secret field police, intelligence personnel,
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deserters, suspected enemy agents, and other prisoners who wcre

to be turned over to the Smersh unit at division.

The various steps of the combat interrogatiqn process during
Phe latter stages of the war correspond so closely to those des-
cribed for the first Stage that they will be dealt with as briefly
as possible in the following paragraphs, but some duplication is
unavoidable. | |

The first formal interrogation tock place at battalion, some-
times at regiment with all prisoners being quesﬁioned by military
intelligence‘interrogators at this level. This was a brief in-
terrogation in which a uniform questionnaire was filled out and
a coby forwarded to division with the pfisoner. (The forms used
probably corresponded to those used during the first stage. OSee
Appendix I, Forms 1, 2, and 3, or Appendix III, Item 3.)

At division, Sometimes at corps, the second or main interro-
gation took place. This was also conducted according to a uniform
questionnaire by trained maele or female interpreters. (Typical
questLOnﬁaires used at this level may be seen in Appendix I,
Formé'Z and 5, and Appendix VII.) A division or corps intelligence
officer was normally prosént.to ask questions of immediate intercst
not covered by'the guestionnaire. At division level were begun
extensive interrogationsbof éelected prisoners by the Political

Directorate Section and the Smersh unit of that headquarters.

sgpcrer SGCRET
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These interrogations will be discussed scparately. Prisoners
were kept ot division or corps only long enough to complete the
‘queStionnéire forms and then were sent to ermy.

Duriﬁg the latter ctsges of the war, general interrogations
no longer took place at army level. Whencver it appeared necessary,
however, selected prigoners wers re-interrogated by army intelli-
gEnce officgrs, and important ﬁ%isaners were subjected to a thorongh
gquestioning. Prisoners possessed of speclalized or technicel

knowledge were questioned by the RO's of appropriate arms and

arvicesg.

L]

g
The arny's intelligence section go:gﬁérated with an NKVD
evaluation section at this level in evaluating reports received
from lower echelons. The principal functions of the ermy intelli-
gence section were (1) to inform commanders immediately about the
most rescont data received on the enemy, and (2) to furnish higher
headquarters with properly evalvated information gathered f:pm all
sources, including prisoners, within the army's zone of responsi-
bility. On occasicn, the army intelligence section selected
prisoners who seemed sultable for-migsions of espionage, insur-
rection, and sabotage, briefed and trained them for specific
agsignments, and sent them back'across the front lines. Thic

latter activity, however, was more a prerogative of the WXVD

than of the army RO.
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High—ranking,,»'ue clally well-informed, and other important
prisoners were always to be cent from bhe front lines to higher
headquartersv’y the fastest meuns available. Such prigoners were
usus.lly afforded comfortable living conditions dnd dignified
treatment, at lcact as long as they were under the jurisdiction
of the military. Important information securcd from priscuners a
any level was communicated to Lhigher and other appropriate head-

26

quarters by the fastest signal means available.

b. Political Interropeticns in the Ficld

Rs noted earlier in this study, . at division level prisoners
were subjected to an exhaustive interrogation by personnel from the
Political Directorate Section attached to divisionsl headguarters.
(A copy of a questionnaire used in this interrogation has been re-
produced as Item 2 of Appendix ITI.) Undér the most favorable

circumstances and with a prisoner who was willing to talk, several

hours must have bsen required to make each report. It must be

‘assumed that the political section of a division headquarters was

provided with a large number of hard-working intcrrogators and

' interpreters. (When 1arge humbers of prisoners were taken, as
at Stalingrad, it is logical to assume thét such an interrogation
did not take place until the prisoncr reached a prisoner-of-war
camp.) Since the directive regarding political interrogations

appears in Appendix II1, Item 1, only a few of tha more significant
1 by b 3
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aspects of the political interrogation will be mentioned here.
First ard foremost, it wes the purpose of the Main Political
9 purg
Directorate to keep the prisoners under the influence of Soviet
m
o

ideology. 0 accomplish this purpose, it was necessary (1) to

discover and isolste incorrigible fascistic elements, (2) to
"convert" or re-educate neutral or "deluded" prisoners to the
Soviet way of thinking and to arouse their class consciousness
(or at least to alienate them from fascism), and (3) +to thoroughly
indoctrinate the prisoners who wers already antifascist in order
to form a hard core of communists among the prisoners. "Converted"
soldiers were to be kept together, apart fromlthe unconverted and
incorrigible elements.

Since'the Main Political Directorate was largely responsible
for the psychological warfare program, the political commissars
were particularly interosted in the political and ideological
training carried on in the German Army and in the efféét of Soviet
rropaganda on German goldiers.’ Ideas.and matefi&l gained through
inter*ogaﬂion which could be used to impréve the Spviet psycho-
logical warfare program were consolidated into special réports
by the intgrrogators.

The dirgctive gave broad, general directions on the mAnner
in which interrogations should be carried out and emphasized the

clarity and Completeness which should characterize each report.

' R @ e DT e
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Lpperently only one such interrogation took place during the
evacuation process, and thav interrogation normally took place
ot division level. 4 omall number of re-interrogations probably
took place at army level following an examination of the reports
received from division. No brutal methods of interrogation were
recommended in the directive. However, teoonfessiona" were some-
times required by the political commissars, and it is possible
that methods used in the camps by the NKVD to break the will of

, _7
a prisoner were used here. Normally, the cmphasic was on speed
of evdcuation, and that would have left little time for such methcds
to be practiced in the field.

When complete in every detail, the divisicnal report was sent
to the Political Section of the army headquérters, then to army
group headquartcrs, and, finally, to the Main Political Directorate
of the Peoples' Commissariat for Defense of Moscow. (Corps head-
guarters seems ‘to have been bypassed in this particular phase of
the interrogation program.) Tn other words, these reports were
sent through channels separate from military intelligence channels,
and military intelligence sections of the varioug fie¢ld headgquarters
of the Red Army did not have access to this information. The GRU
of the General Staff may have had access to a certain amount of
ihis information after it had been processed by the Main Political

Directorate.
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Significéntly5 a copy of thé political inter rregaticn report
was gent with each prisoner to the prisoner-of-war camp where it
became an important, part of the dossier kept by the NKVD on each
prisoner. Since the report contained exact and detailed data on
cach prisoner's educational background, occupation, and gpecial
skills, it undoubtedly played_an important part in determining
the priscner's initial work assignment end the camp to which he
wa.s sent.

As has been noted, the Main Political Directorate with its
system of political commi sars, waille nominally a part of the

Red Army, was actually a direct agency of, and responsible to,

the Communist party and co-operated to a certain extent with the
28
NKVD ., Since both the political commissers who conducted in-

tern g4+1un% in the field and {he NKVD rersonnel who conducted

interrogatioﬁs\in ths\pamps were members of the Communist party
and conducted gimilar types of investigotions, most German prisoners
assumed that all suc h interrogators were membors of the NEVD.

;Thic mdy also account, in part, for the fact thet since the war
German writers on this subject have credited the NKVD with having
taken over almcgst all of the 1ntcrror&ulon program from the Red
Army in 1943. Actunlly, the program wae put into the hands of

. . B ‘
four agencies which had overldwuzng responsibilities, a typical

exemple of Soviet bureaucratic procedure. Red Army intelligence

SN A
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had a small but important role in combat interrogation. The rest
of the program was handled by agencles directly responsible ©o
the Commmist perty: the Main Political Directorate, GUKR NKO
(Spepsh),; and the NKVD. (Tne NKGB, us the supervising agency of
QUKR NKO, was thus indirectly involved in the interrogation
program. )

c. Smersh Interrogations in tne T'ield

29
The GUKR NKO (originally the 00 NKVD) as a counter-

intelligence agency was interested only in special catego”lbo of

' 30
prisoners of war SO far as interrogation was concerned. This
agency also conducted interrogetions of numerous categories of Red
Army personnel, particul arly those claiming to have sscaped German
captivity, and of Soviet citizené in territory formerly ocecupied
by the enemy, but these types of interrogation fall outside the
scope of this study.

The categories of prisonoré of war intcrrogated by Smersh
units weres (1) eneﬁy agents captured in the zone of‘oporutions
or turned vp by the survelllance net opervated within the Red Army
ranks by gmersh; (2) all priscuers of operaticnal interest to
Saviet counterintelligence, that is, members of the 35, the
Gestano, the secret field police, any personnsl who had been

assigned at any time to German Army intelligence and counverin-

telligence agencies, enemy partisans, and nrominent enemy
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political personages.
A short but valuable report which throws some light on

day-to~day operations of Smersh unilts has been secured from a

Hungarian nationzl who was pressed into service as an interpreter
31
for an army Smersh unit in 1945. The particular operations

described here, of course, werc performed by a higher echelcon
unit and took pléce late in the war atter the Red Army had pushed
across the border into hostile territory on the Ukranian front.
According to this souroe, personnel assigned to his Smersh unit
wore a Varieﬁy of uniforms, the only distinctive element of which
was a red band which was sometimes worn on the cap. Some of the
personnel habitually wore civilisn clotheS.- They were an elite
group within the army, had separate messes, and were always able
to procure sufficient transportation (lend-lease trucks or con-
fiscated automobiles). Eachlmombeyﬁof the unit carried an official
card bééring his name and‘the 51 atoment, "Military aubbori;les
are féQﬁéSfed to.coeperate with him.". In effect, this card gave
the bearer authorlty over all mlilt ry personnel regardless of
rank.

Frem an operational‘standpoint,ythe unit was divided into
two groups, (1) the arresting group (probably from the cporations
section), which entered tovme and made arrests, and (2) the

interrogation group, a rear echelon unit. The first group consisted

HLC.MI‘J T g)&@h\& |,,,«‘~
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of from 10 to 25 officers and enlisted menj persbnnel of this
group changed often anG were called into front line acticn from
time to time. The interrogation group consisted of from 70 to
80 officcrs anl enlisted men, and the personnél of this group
seemed to be permanently assigned. A full colénel commanded the
latter group.

Every mornihg the arresting group had a mecting in which
assigmments were made; then the group would break up into parties
of two or three men cach which would enﬁer villages in the army
zone of responsibility to make arrests. Usually Smersh nad lists
of Communists or friendly people who lived in each town and who
were called upon first by the arfesting party. From these people
the arresting party would rccelve the names or identity of suspects
who were thercalfter arrested and taken back to the interrogaticn
group. The_local collaborators sometimes assisted in meking the
identification at the time of arrest and assisted as interpreters
bduring the interrogation. Arresting groups were particularly
intercsted in the apprehension of cnemy agents and of local
citizens who participated in partisan warfare or underground
petivities behind the Soviet lines.

Interrogations were always conducted by an officer. The
prisoner was brought into a room vhere the interrogator and his

interpreter sat behind a desk; an enlisted man stood guerd at the
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door. Questions asked centered around the prisoner's nersonal
backgrcund ard the subversive activities of which he was accused.
The interrogator was also interested in why & prisoner had parti-
'cipated in such sobivities. Treatment of the prisoner during

interrogation seemed to depend upon the individual interrogator.

Usually the prisoner received, as the source expressed it, 'bad
beatings," and the more ambitious the officer, the worse the
beating. Questioning did not end until the prisoner signed a
written confession. Apparently, to be accused was bto be gulliy,
and many prisoners endured long hours of gquestioning and torture.
The source respousible for this report said that he did not know
of a singlé instance in which a prisoner once arrested by Smersh
was et free, that the prisoners meved with the unit and were
locked in cellars or houses under guard. In any event, Soviet
soldiers were so thick in the army rear arca that x“j.t would have

1

been practically impossible for anyone to stay free for any
32
length of time."

While the foregoing discussion of the operaticns of a single
Smorsh unit is based on an isolated and unevaluated report, it
has been given rather full treatment here because the roport
presents a realistic and what seems to be a reliable acccunt of
Smersh activities. Beyond mentioning the beatings that prisoncrs

received, this source told of no other torture methods used
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during interrogution, despite the fect thot the pris always
23
made "confessions.® Mnet information avallable on Smersh

methode has emphagized the fuct that largs numbers of prisoners
were shot after enduring their first Smersh investigation. Im-
pertant priscners were saved for guestioning at higher headquarters,
and others were spared if they showed promise of being of further
use, elther as scurces of information or as "twisted-around"

: - 34
agents for the Soviets.

Typical of the processing of many agents who were captured .
is the case of two agents who had been in the employ of the
Germans and who were apprehended by a Soviet reconnaissance unit.
They were evacuated quickly to battalion, to regiment, and then
to division headquarters. Here they were interrogated by Smersh
personnel, then sent to army for another thorough investigation,
then to the front Smergh unit, and, finally, to GUKR NKO head-
quarters in Moscow. After a lengthy investigation, they were
taken into Soviet employ and given a mission against their

35
erstwhile German employers.

Red Army troops were under strict orders to turn over to the
nearest Smersh wnit any captives who were wanted by Smersh. Enewmy
agents, deserters, partisans, and the various other categories
of prisoners in which Smersh was interested were separated from

the others folleowing their firet screening after capture (usually

I s m
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&twbattalidn);and evacuated as rapidly 28 possiole TO aivision,
- which was the lowest echelon heving a_Smersh'unit. Regulations
required tbat,§gg§§g¢iﬁterrogationncenters be located far enough
from division headquarters to guarantee sescrecy.

2mersh units meintained _their own stockades or kept prisoners
in locel jalls commandeecred for their use. A guard unit attached
to sach Smersh headguarters was used to guard and escort priscners
after they had been turned over to Smersh jurisdiction. Such
prigoners were rarely seen or heard of again by other prisoners
or by Red Army military perscnnel.. 'Evén if they survived the
Smersh interrogaticns, such prisoners were scnt to special
“punishment" or "silent" camps. Later, most of them were con-
victea of war crimes and sentonced to long terme of hard labor
in Soviet concentration camps. Practically none have been re-
patriated since the war.

For the training and guidance of its interrogators, GUKR NKO
published a voluminous manual entitled "Questioning Instruection
for the Interrogation of Apprehended Agents and Geérman-I'riendly
Elements, and for the Checking of Indigencus Agents." The
followl ng brief discussion covers some of the most important

37

oluts contained in this gulde for Smersh interrogators.

25

As a counter-espionage agency, Smersh was primsrily intercstod

in learning details about German ceplonage service, personnel,
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and intentions. If the prisoner was a suspected agent, the first
questione centered around the name of the prisonsr and any alias
he may have used in the past. Files were then checked to see

whether any information had already been collected on this indivi-

dual from previously captured agents or other sources, in which

case his name was usually on a "wanted" list. Next, the subject

was thoroughly interrogated about his recruitment for the German
splonage service, his training for the miesion, names of co-workers,

and places where contacts with other agents and line-crossings

were made. Answers to the detailed questions that were askaed

about the German;e pionage system cnabled Smersh tu take counter-’

meagures against encmy sples and to place Smersh agenst within

the German organization.

smersh interrogators subjected all prisoncrs whom they

questioned to a detailed interrogation corcerning the situation

in Soviet territory currently held by the Germans. Yuestions
centered arownd matiers such as the reaction of the population to
the German occupation, measures taken by the Germans either to

win over or to suppress the local inhabitants, and the effect of
German and of Soviet propaganda. Swmersh investigators were
particularly interested in collecting the names of Soviet citizens
who voluntarily collaborat od with the enemy and of German commanders

38
or troop units responsible for the perpetration of atrocities.

nLCPLl SLC \\L.—:.'lfrj.;..\6

Approved For Release 2002/01/10 : CIA-RDP65-00756R000400030001-4
~ 5L~



Approved For Release 2002/04/19 ;GHARDP65 8pE&¢Bafo480d30001-4

Finally, all priscners were subjected to detailed interro-
gations concerning morale, the German poiitical probaganda progran,
and the military situation much the sume as those conduected by
the Political Direcctorate sections. Important and immediately
useful combat intelligence secured in this phase of Smersh in-
terrogations was usually communicated to the military intelligence
officer of the headquarters to which the Smersh unit was attached.

A prisoner was often interrogated several timesg on important
matters, and, if necessary, experts were brought in to conduct
technical interrogationé. After an interrogation, the interrogators
often researched for data already on hand in their files on German
orgauization, units, and names of known agents, and.they compared
the prisoner's statements with those made by previously captured
agents. At the next interrogation, the prisonér was confronted
with statements which differed from his on the same matters.

A basic rule employed by Smersh investigators was to give
little credibility to info?matién givén by agents. A Soviet
directive, for example, stated, "When receiving.such statements,
it is to be congidered that the agonis of the German.Secret Service
have been instructed to submit informa%ion which cén lead astray
or -confuse. Therefore, strictesf checking (for example, by

39 '
cellmates) is advisable."

Information secured from prisoners by Smersh interrogators
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was put to three general uses: (l) to promote more effective
counterintelligence operatioﬁs (by compilation of wanted lists
and by being in possession of more complete knowledge of German
eoplunagc activities, methods, and organization); (2) to promote
more effective Soviet espionage operations in German-held areas
(by making use of information concerning German organization,
methods, and security measures); (3) to promote more effective
military operations against the Germans (by making use of the
general military informetion concerning the enemy's situation,
strength, and intentions).

In addition to the positivelinteiligence secured by Smersh
investigators, data was collected regarding the relatives of the
priscners, particularly those of égents and of Russians who other-
wise collaborated with the enemy, so that reprisals could be
carried out later for purposes of revenge and intimidation. Re-
prisals usually took the form of sentences. of five years at hard
| 40

labor in Soviet prison camps.

.During the first two stagec of the war, prisocners interrogated
by the counterintelligence units were usually shot when they showed
no promise of being of further use as sources of information or
as "twisted-around" agents. Such shootings continued to take
place, but during the latter part of the war most of the prisoners,

following interrogation, were turned over to the NKVD, which kept

o3
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them in special punishment camps. GGe neral treatment to be
accorded prisoncrs by the 00 NEVD wags outlined in a hasic order
concerning treatment of prisoners issued in May 1942 (Supplement
10) by M. L. Beriya, Chisf of the NKVD., (Policies changed little
if anylwheﬂ the CO NKVD became GULR NKO a year later. ) Executions
were scmetimes conducted in a manner designed to warn or intimidute
the lozal population and the troops. Mest of the executions, how-
aver, took mplace secretly.

GUKR NKO, like the Main Political Directorate, was nominally
a part of the Red Army, but actually tock its directions from
the Commissariat for State Security (NKGB) which, in turn, wag

a diréct agency of the Communist pariy. 4 Smergh unit attached

to a headquarters of the Red Army kept the intelligence staff
secticn of that headgquarters under especially close éurVeillanpe,
and co-operation with that section in a matter such'as the ex-—
change of combat information took place on a personal basis
between chiefs of sections rather than on an official basis as
required action. Co—operatién between Smersh and the NKVD wae

cleose and continuous.

¢. Soviet Interrogation Methods Applied in Prisoner-of=ilar Ceapg

1. General Conditions in the Camps

The Soviet interrogation program in prisoner-of-war camps

N Ty TSR
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wag intimately related to the gsncral treatment accorded prisoners
in thoge camps. Men who ars starved, homesick, and overworked,
who have been subjected for years to ruthless exploitetion and

to debilitating living conditions, who have been constantly spied
upcn by their comrades and who have lost hope of repatriation —-
such men lose thair pride and honcr; they will betray a friend
for a piece of bread and their ideals for a chance to go home.
This discussion of camp-interrogation methods ig, therefore,
prefaced by this brief general discussion of prisoner—-of-war

camps in the Soviet Union. Considerable material is available

on this subject, largely from Germans who have finally been re-
patriated to the western zone of Germany, but the material presented

41

here must necessarily be limited to generalities.

HKVD prisoner~of-war cages were established at headquarters
of armies in tha field. There prisoners were turned over to the
NKVD by the army and prucessed'for shipping to the interior of
the country. A certain amount of screening undoubtedly took place
at the NKVD cage resulting in cach prisoner's initial assignment
to a specific camp, priscon, factory, or other installation. When
large numbers of prisoners were taken, as at Stalingrad or at
the close of the war, it may be assumed that assignments were made

at reception centers after a hasty screening had made possible

the classificaticn of each prisoner according to his rank, position,

7| i o e
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(nachalnik) who had almost dictatorial power within his zone of
resporsibility and who was assisted by a small atatl of officers.
The Main Directorate of Intericr Troops of the NKVD furnished
gﬁard personnel for the camps: (See Figure 7.)

Upon arrival st the first camp to which he was assigned and
at every different camp thercafter, a priscner was required to
£i1l out a questionnaire. This form contained about forty questions
cdvering such matters as vital statistics, military service,
political affiliations, and the social and economic status of the
priscner and his family. Bach guestionnaire was added to the
prisoner's dossier, and, if discrepancies were obaerved new in-

43
terrogations took place. Prisoners sent to special NKVD prisons
for interrogation cr punishment were finger-printed, photographed,
aud otherwise processsd as are criminals when being admitted to a
bty
penitentiary.

Enlisted men were messed together in separate.uamps with a
minimum number of officers (with rank no higher than captainj
assigned to perform necessary administrative duties. Officers
were sent to special camps that were separated into those for
company grade, for field grade, and for general staff and general
officers. German medical personncl were distributed among both
of ficers! and enlisted men's camps to administer to the medical

nseds of the prisoners.
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health, profecsional or technical skill or cccupation, age, and

potitical conviction or inclinatiocn. Huge numbers of unskilled

laborers were needed by the Russians, and many priconers capable

of performing gkilled labor were massed together with others to

work on projects such as clewring rubble or building roeds. Russia's
c¢ed for technicians was so great, however, thot priconers with

oecupstional skills penerally found fthemselwves assipuned to appro--

priate tasks after the NKVD's classification system began to function

efficiently.

Although the prisoners were sometimes forced to march, evacua-
tion to the zone of interior was usually accomplished by train and
was often carried out under conditiocns which cauped the death of
many and lelt others greatly weakened. This was particularly true

uring the winter, wnen priscuers, sitripped of warm clothing, boots,
and blankets by their captors, had to march or were crowded into
unneated boxcars for days witheut adequate food or sanitary and
medical facilities. So many prisoners were lost in this way that
the Soviet high command took stringent measures to improve evacua-
tien procedures, thus to insure a larger supply of labor. (See
Appendix II.)
The NEVD cperated all prisoner--of-war camps in the Soviet
4Le
Union through its Main Directorate of Prisoner-of-War Camps.,

The all-important supervisor of each camp was the camp commander
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Prison cuamps wefe scatiered throughout the Soviet Union,
locations being largely determined by the need for Jabor. The
camps were generally establiched in thQAvicinity of a work project.
Sub-camps similar to the main camps were set up when the distance
to work was too far to be covered by daily marches. Scme of these
main camps with their subcamps were scattered over an area of

45
several hundred square miles. A small number of prisoners,
'usually highly skilled technicians, were billeted at their place
-
of work, often under little or nc guard.

The camps varied greatly in size and in théir physical set—qp
according to lccation, the type of work project, and the avall-
ability of shelter. In many éas-s the prisoners were forced to
build their own camps. Almost invariably there was.too little
nh@l{er, and the prisoners lived in overcrowdéd huts or barracks
where every available bit of space was utilized. In industrial
ereas prisoners were often billeted in brick factory buildirgs or
woolen barracks. In more sparsely populated areas they lived in
barrascks or, in warmer regions, in tents. The most primitive type
of billet was found in forest afeas where prisoners bullt their
owr: earthen bunkers or rude huts with grass roofs. Waghing an
latrine facilities were nopmally in the open. The compounds of
barracks or bunkers were surrounded by several barbed wire fences.

Every camp had a jeil or "punishment bunker:" this usually corsisted
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of & number of underground, solitary confinement cells which werc
unlighted and urhested. |

Officers' camps, particularly for those of higher rank, were
usually'mére comfortable and sometinmes surcassed in quality those
provided for Red Army personnel. Officers were orn occasion per-
mitted to mingle with loeal inhabitants, and there are reports of
marriages taking place between German officers and Russian women.
Camps where selected priscners were sent for advanced political
training (antifa schools) provided excellent accommodations gsimilar
:to the best furnished for Red Army troops. There are also reports
of so-called "model canps," some of which were former menastaries,
where prisonsrs were held under ideal conditions and provided with
clubs, recreation facilities, hospitals, and other luxuriss. These
camps were probably established for propaganda purposes (for in-

46

stence, to show to Russian newsmen and foreign visitors). in
punishment camps, howevér, it may be assumed that prisoners suffered
more rigorous living conditions than in the wors 3t of the enlisted
men's camps, but little information is availlable on these installa-

47
tions. Quarters for Soviet administrative and guard personnel,
as a rule, were much superior to those provided for the prisoners.

Living conditions varied greatly " from camp to camp according

ct
Q

the climate, the type of work being performed, the availability

O
4

food, clothing, and fuel, the type of wnrisoners assigned to a
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particular camp, and the diSpoéitions of the individual camp
commanders and their staffs. Many prisoners, while comp_wlnlng
of bad living conditions, have said that they received no worse
treatment than the average Russian soldier or worker. In other
camnps, however; an appalling death rate among the prisoners was
cloguent witness to the conditions which they were made to endure.
Iﬁ the labor camps, prisoners slept on the floor or the
ground or on plain wooden bunks, and they considered themgelves
fortunate when they had one blanket and a sack of straw for a
mettress. Fuel was always scarce (except, perhaps, in the forestry
camps), and prisoners lived for the most part in unheated quarters
or were rationed small amounts of wood to burn in cans or crude
stoves. In the colder parts of Russia, many prisoners froze to
- death or died from sicknesses brought on by continued ezposure to
cold. Practically =1l priscners complained of the shortage of
clothing. What few garments had been left to them.when they were
capturcd became ragged and dirty in the camps, and no issues of
clothing and shoes were made until long after the war in most cases.
Ssnitation facilities were of the most primitive type. Swarms of
flies wore a congtant nuisance, and practically all repatriates
nave mentioned with horror the great numbers of bedbuge, body lice,
and other insects which 1nfo sted their clothing and billets.

Food rations were inadequate, of poor quallty, and incredibly

1
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monotonous. One source, & repatriated German Army physician,
said that 1mm*”1¢tu¢y 2fter the battle of Stalingrad, prisoners
were given only about {ifty grams of bread a day and, "as a
result of undernourishment, an opidemic occurred in the winter
of 1942--43 which cost the lives of many prisoners and Hussian
48

civiltiang." The same source stated that Stalin, alarmed by the
epidemic and the high death rate in the prison camps, established
a ration for prisoners in 1944 which provided a total of 2,300
calories per day for enlisted men and 2,500 per day for hard
laborers and officer oriscners, a standard which wag g¢till in-
adequate and not met in most camps. Heports from a mejority of
repatriated Germans indicate that prisoners were fed a thin
ﬁeget&ble soup three times a day along with an issue of from 300
: 49
to 600 grams of black bread of very poor quality. Cigaretts
were normally issued at the rate of one or two a day per prisoner
and were made of mahorka, the poorest quality of Russian tobacco.

Bad as the feood situation was in the campsﬁ'tha prisoner who
could work was often, in theory at least, better off than the
average Russian civilian or prison guard because of the liberal
ration which had been authorized by Moscow for prisen camps. Such
a sltuation was bound to result in abuses as underfed guards stole
prisoner rations and corrupt camp commanders diverted supplies into

the black market. Another practch which aggravated the food
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situation was that of punishing prisoners who failed to meet the
high work quotag by reducing their rations. As the prisoners
grew weaker, their production dropped still lower ~- a vicious
system from which the escape was usually death, Disciplinary
arrest was common, and prisbners confined in the "punishment
bunker" were often systematically starved.

Undernourishment competed with epidemic diseases as the
principal cause of the high Heath rate among the prisoners.
Finally, control commissions were sent from Moscow in 1945 to
investigate the food situation in the prisoner-of-war camps but
it was not until late 1946 that the food rations began to improve.
In some cases prisoners received a little pay for their work, but
during the war there was little or no way of purchasing extra food.
The Russians took advantage of the situation by offering extra
food as a means of inducing prisoners to engage in pro-Soviet
political activity or to become stool pigeons.

Beginniﬁg in 1947, prisoners began to receive a fairly sub-
stantial wage for their work. A large portion of their pay was
deducted for living expenses, but with what remained they were able
to buy small amounts of food and other items. After the currency
conversion reform in December 1947, priscners were able to buy
food at official prices. This improved the situation for prisoners
to a marked degree, although many prisoners noted iittle change

51
until 1949.
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All prisoners were reguired to work, with the exception of
the very sigk and officers with the rank of lieutenant’colonel
and above.5 The Russians were determined to get as much work
as possible out of prisoners, and in heavy labor camps, quotas
(norms) were set which most prisoners could not meet. Camps where
the prisoners worked in stone quarries, in lumber mills, at road
construction, excavating, and mining often became "death-camps,"
Prisoners were made to work from 5ight to fourteen hours a day,
six days a week, after which they were often required to attend
propagéﬁda lectures and political meetings. Skilled prisoners who
worked in factories fared ﬁuch better than those in the heavy labor
camps. They could usually surpass the Russian workers in production,
and many native laborers were actually apprenticed to prisoners in
order to iearn their trades. Until May 1947, skilled prisoners were
used in all types of production, but it appears that ordérs went
out then restricting prisoners to work on building construofion;
transport, and general labor. The harried management éf marny
factorieg, worried about quotas, bribed camp commanders to let
prisoners remain on the job at their plants.53

Medical facilities and supplies at the camps were, generally
spuaking, entirely inadequate. A few repatriates, however, have |
nade conflicting statements on this matter, saying that medical

54

services in their particular camps were good. In the beginning,
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German medical personnel, while held responsible, were forced to
work under the supervision of Russian doctors whose professional
standards were very low. In 1947, German doctors were gilven a
free hand, serums and other medicines (and: food) became more
plentiful, and the health in the camps iﬁproved. To reiterate,
throughout the war and the year immediately following the death
rate in most camps was very high. Thogse who did not die from
starvation, overwork, or exposure were weak, and they fell easy
victimsvto«epidemics which swept through the camps. The most
common epidemic diseases were diptheria, typhus, cholerw, spot
fever, and malaria., Hospitals for isolating prisoners with con-
tagious diseases were provided in some camps, but they were of
little value because of the crowded conditions in the barracks
which permitted diseases to spread quickly. Neither could much
be done for prisoners who were simply storving to death. Dyseutery,
edema, dystrophy, and other conditions brought on by malnutrition
or improper diet took a heavy toll. It was not uncommon for a
camp of hundreds of men to be rcduced to a mere handful within a
few montﬁé.‘ |

About'once a month, prisoners in some camps were mustered for
a cursory‘medical examinafibn aﬁd divided into six classes ranging
from healthy to very sick. The first two classes were required

to work eight or more hours a day; classes three and four had to
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work six and four hours a day, respectively; class five, "OK"
(Ohne Kraft - without strength), was made a convalescent company;
class six consisted of those suffering from extremc malnutrition
(dystrophy - progressive ﬁuscul&r atrophy). Classes five and six
did not have to work and were put on a ration of 3,000 calories
per day. In one camp in 1947, 125 out of a total of 700 survivors
of Stalingrad fell into the last two categories.55 |

Since the war, Soviet leaders have made the charge that the
high death rate among priscners was the fault of the German
physicians. The fact is that Soviet officials often preferred
German physicians to their own, and many Russian doctoré gagerly
tried to increase their professional knowledge and skill by working
with German médical personnel among the prisoners.

The number of prisoners who died in Soviet prisoner-of-war
camps during and after World War II will probably never be known.
That the death rate was high is indicated by the following excerpts
from various reports and an Associated Press news item.

a) PW Camp Stalin, No. 26. The average number of German

prisoners in this_camp was around 3,000; the averags

nunber of deathg/ per month from the summer of 1945
to the summer of 1946 was betwoen 160 and 170.57

b) FW Camp Kaunas, No. 54. Out of 3,100 German prisoners
in this camp, 800 died during the winter months,
January-April, 1946.
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c) Based on reports from Germen soldiers captured at
Stalingrad, th is estimated thai7 only six to seven
thousand of the original 90,000 were still alive
on 30 April 1947.

d) During the winter of 1945-46 at Suchmi, of a camp
membership of approximately 800 approximately 80
are reported to have died of illness and malnutrition.
A German and a Russian doctor were avellable, but no
medicines or other medical supplies were provided. 58

e) The West German‘ﬁovernment sent two officials to the
United Nations 120 Oct 1950/ with what it considersd
documentary evidence that a million German prisoners
of war and civilians abducted from East Germany died
behind the Iron Curtain.>?

Supervision in the camps was severe, especially during working
hours when guards and foremen drove the prisoners hard in an attempt
to meet quotés. Poorly clad prisoners weré forced to work long hours
in below-zero weather; frozen limbs and frostbite were common.
Beatings and other forms of mistreatment were officially forbidden,
but they took place frequently in most camps, especially during
1nterrogatlons

While some guards were SldlSulCally cruel, others were sur-
prisingly good-naturcd and inclined to fraternize. Some pf the
guards, afrald to air thelr grlevgnCLs before thelr comrades,
unburdenéd tﬁéméelves to friendly prisoners and collaborated with
theﬁ inwc§ﬁﬁitting petty thefts of food or of goods which could
be blackﬁéfké£ea. When laxity was noticed by the camp'commandant,

however, the easy-going guards disappeared. Guard . details were
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systematically rotated in many camps to prevent any possibility
of friendships growing up betwéen guards:aﬁd prisoners. The
local population and Russian workers in thé factories were
generally hospitable, friendly, and kind when they came in contact
- with prisoners. Although most reports emphasize that the treat-
ment of prisoners wes severe, practicaily all repatriates have
agreed that, left to himself, a Russian was an understanding,
sympathetic, fellow, but when another Russian was present, his
behavior assumed an entirely different pattern. A number of re-
patriates have said that their lot as prisoners had been no worzg
on the whole than that of the average Russian farmer or worker.
Escape from camps wasg very difficult to accomplish. Security
measureé were strict, not only in the camps but throughout the
country. Travel, even for short distances, has been carefully
controlled in the Soviet Union, and the presence of any stranger
excites immediate attention from local authorities. Large gangs -
of prisoners frequently worked on projects outside og camp limits
with little or no supervision from Soviet personnel. . To escape
from camps into the wastes of Siberia was almost equivalent to
committing suicide by starvation or exposure; the local inhabitants
of such areas were paid a bounty for returning escapces to the
authorities. Trained dogs, hungry and savage, were often used to

patrol the periphery of the camps or to track down escaped prisoners.
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Labor camp personnel were organized into companies and
battalions with prisoner-leaders who had been selected by the
camp commandant. These leaders received more food, better |
c¢lothing, and other privileges and were usually opportunists who
had throwm in their lot with the Soviets. Most of them were sent
to special camps for political ﬁraining, and then returned to the
labor camps to lead, propagandize, and spy on their fellow countrymoen.
- This persounel, rather.than the ranking prisoners, formed the
officiaul prisoner administration of each camp through which the
camp commandant issued orders to the prisonérs (and, theoretically,
through which he received petitions, complaints, and recommendations
from the prisoners). Most repatriates have complained that this
group of privileged collaborationists was often more tyrannical
and cruel than the Soviet personnel:in the camps.

In practically all camps, prisoners were forced to participate
in the political education or propaganda program known as Antifa
(anti-fascist) training. In most camps, the authorities attempted
to make it appear that participation in the program was spontaneous
and voluntary, but prisoners who failed to participate were punished
directly or found themselves digcriminated against in work assign-~
ments and rations or in other obvious ways. The propaganda program
was dropped at the end of the war but was taken up again with re-

nowed intensity in 1947, apparently in an attempt to convert as
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t .
meny prisoners as possible before they were repatriated. Fear of

non-repatriation forced a majority of the prisoners to simuléte
an enthusiasm for the‘program°

Evening meetings were held, on the average, twice a week. At
these meetihgs, prisoners listened to lectures on Marx, Lenin, and
Staling on the history and theory of communism; and on the glories
of the Soviet way of life. During the war, prisoners heard coh~
stant diatribes against Hitler and nazism; after the war, diatribes
against America, England, and other capitalistic powers. Somé of
the meetings consisted of readings from books, magazines, and from
the camp newspaper which was published (under the caréful.eye of
& Russian censor) by the antifa organization in the camp. At other
times the meetings became discussibns which the leaders attempted
to give the appearance of democratic forums. At first the'meetings
were led by Soviet political officers or German Communists who
had been in Russia for several years before the war; later the
program was turned over iargely to collaborating prisoners who had
been sent to the antifa schools for terms of six weeks, three
months, or longer.

The mejority of the prisoners were too tired to care what
went on at the meetings. Many of the "ecanned" lectures were in-
comprehensible to both lecturer and audience. Most prisoners, even

those who did not care for nazism, were not taken in by Soviet
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propaganda —-— they were in Hussia and knew too well the truth
about the Soviet way of 1life. About ten percent of the prisoners
participated actively in thé antifa program, went to the antifa
schools; and acted as leadsrs and stool pigeons in the camps.

They did not have to work but received pay, better rations,
clothing, and quarters, and occupled privileged positions in the
camps. Many were repatriated upon completion of their antifa
courses, presumably to form the nucleus of an underground communist
movement in Germany or to act as esplonage agents for the Soviet
Union. Former Ger@an Communists and fellow-travelers were the
first to join the movement, a few Germans were truly converted to
the Soviet cause (that is, to communism), but the majority of the
antifas, or "activists" as they were called, were unprincipled

- opportunists who seized this method of improving their lot or of

.. insuring their early repatriation. With living conditions as bad

, a8 they were in most camps, it is only surprising that more prisoners
. did not join the movement.

One prominent German observer has estimated that only one or

. two percent of the German prisoners were sincere participants in

- the antifa program and will continue to work underground for the
< Soviets in Germany. Thus, while the Soviet propaganda program
cannot be considered an entire success from the Soviet point of

view (they started the program with the intention of converting
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all prisoners to their way of thinking), neither can German or
Allied authorities dismiss lightly the denger presented by the
corps of well-trained, fanatic followers of the Soviets which
has been repatriated to postwar Germany. Neither can the effects
of Soviet propaganda on the minds of returned prisoners be dis-
counted shouldéwidespread unemployment and destitution strike the
German people. ’

Generally speaking, it can be said that conditions in Soviet
prisoner-of-war camps werc bad during the first stage of the war,
steadily improved during the second and third stages, were extreﬁely
bad during the fourth stage (to the extent that prisoners called
this stage the "punishment years"), and improved greatly during the
fifth stage.

To summarize, aspects of life in Soviet prisoner-of-war camps
which contributed to the success of the interrogation program were
(1) low living standards, overwork, and starvation which sapped
the streangth and broke the will of most prisoners, making them
willing to do or say almost anything in return for better living
conditions and food; (2) the system of surveillance cénducted by
prisoners who were coerced or whe sold themselves into the role
of informers on their fellows; (3) the atmosphere of fear which
permeated the caups -- fear of betrayal by a comrade, fear of

unjust punishment, fear of arrest, fear of being interrogated,
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and fear of non-repatriation.

In some ways, fear of non-repatriation overshadowed all

- other factors in the day~to-day life of the prison camps. Soviet

interrogators found that one of their Strongest'methods of per-

65

suasion with prisoners was to threaten deferment of repatriation.

. According to a German writer on the subject:

The prisoner of war has one aim. He wants to go home
as soon as pogsible. This desire becomes more emphatic as
~ he begins to realize the difference between his own country
and the country in which he is held prisoner. He soon lecarns -
to focus all his thoughts and deeds on this aim. Eyes and
ears are ab attention, kept in a state of alert. Inventive
and deceptive acts become a matter of daily life. Nobody
made this life of pretense so much his own as the prisoner =
in Russia. The prisoner had to accept propaganda if he did
not want to spoil his chancce of being returned home. His
inner feclings were opposed to the many catch phrases, and
he was indifferent to the accompanying circumstances.é '

2. Camp Interrogation Mothods

a. The Five Phases of the Camp Interrogation Proaram

The Soviet interrogation program in prisoncr-of-war camps
WaS mord siMple in some ways than the field interrogation program.
Although camp 1nterrogatlonu were more thenslve in thelr scope
and could be carrled on for an 1ndef1nlte lbngth of time, they
ware conductedvby only one agency, the NKVD, as compared with the
three or four agéﬁéies which conducted interrogations inm the ficld.
Scveral govérnﬁenfél agenéiés participated in the camp investi-

gations but the NKVD was the responsible agency which controlled
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and co-ordinated the progrem. This centralizatlon of direction
and effort resulted in greater efficiency and permitted the es-
tablishment of a comparatively simple orgenization to handle the
program. The situation also permitted uniform training of in-
terrogation personnel and the adoption of standerdized procedures
throughout the prison-camp systeﬁ. Despite the centralization of
control, a considerable number of minor variations of procedure
have been noted, but, on the whole, the procedures which had been
put into practice by 1943 prevdiled in the camps during the re-
mainder of the period covered by this study.

Unlike most nations, which énd their prisoner-interrogation
pxogramu with the closc of hostilities, the Soviet Union continued
1nterrogatlonb with unrelaxed intensity 1nto the postwar period.
The only change was in the purpose for which the interrogatloné
were cﬁnducted; such a change in 1947 led to an increasad pace
in the program.

Despite the continuity of organizaﬁibn and method, there were
certain differences in the Soviet camp-interrogation program during
vach phase of the war and the postwar period. The brief discussion
of characteristics of each of the five phases which follows will
procede the more detailed description of camp-interrogation
practices.

Little information is available on the Soviet camp-interrogation
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program during Phase I of the war (June 1941 to the spring of
+942) . Few prisoners were teken during this period; not many of
those survived the early stages of their capture, and, save for
a very few escapees, practically none survived the hardships of
the years that followed. Reports by escapecs indicate that the
- Soviets had no organized camp—intorrogation program at the be-
ginning of the war. It is known that some German officers Werc‘ﬂ
interrogated during this phase. Such intcrronations were conducted
by Red Army officers and by civiliang who may or may not have been
;representatives_of the NKVD, A majority of the prisoners, however,
were interrogated in the camps only after a lapse of several |

months -~ that is, after the beginning of the second phase.6?‘ The
German officers who are known to hate been interrogated were ‘

¢ questioned pr1nc1pally on matters portaining to their personal
‘hiatories and were not preased to reveal information on the military

7'situation. They were not mistrea ted, on the contrary, they were

+ accorded military courte51es customarilv extencded to officers who

1
& s - "

' have been captured. The principal aim of the Soviets at that time
.seeoedpto be to alienate German prisoners from Hitler and nazism
" and to create a Sympathetic attitude toward the USSR by means of
propa ganda . . .
During the Phase II o? the war (spring of 194? until after ;

‘_Stalingrad), thé‘NKVD definitely took over th@ camp—interrogation1
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program. This organization already had much experience in dealing
with domestic prisoners, and this, combined with experience gained
in dealing with prisoners of war, enabled the NKVD to perfect an
organization for conducting camp interrogations which apparently
remained unchanged in its basic details throughout the remaining.
phases. More and more uniformly trained interrogation personnel
became available during the second phase, and methods of interro-
gation appfoved and directed by the NKVD were put into practice
in canps and prisons throughout the Soviet Union. While minor
variztions of methdd have been reported, the interrogation pro-
| cedure adopted ahd perfected during the second phase of the war
.became characteristic of NKVD methods from that time on. In-
terrogations consisted of exhaustive investigetions of each
priscner's personal history. _Tpe prisoners were‘also reguired
to reveal every possible bit of information in their possession
concerning the German Army and the political-economic situation
in Germany. Attempts were made to discover officers with special
technical or tactical experience and experts in various fields
of science, industry, and economics; |

During the Phase III (1943 to‘the close of hostilities), the
Soviets had available large numbers of German prisoners, and the
carefully pianned interrogation system which had been established

in 1942 became fully effective. Before Stalingrad, the Soviets
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theoreticall& had at their disposal.between 80,000 and 100,000
Germans, but at least half of these had perished before any
extensive interrogationS'couid have taken place. After Stalingrad,
huge numbers of prisoners were taken, and, since they were valuable
as labor, their lives were more carefully preserved. The centra-
lized interrogation system had been set up on an excessively large
scale, considering the numbor of prisoners available.in 1942, but
now the system began to yileld rich rewards. All information gained
from prisoners by interrogation, including information collected
by agdncies in the field, was collected by one centralized agency,
the NKVD, which may be givén.full credit for making use of this
information to formulate accurate and comprehensive strategic
estimates of the enemy situation. The efficiency of the interro-
gation system improved rapidly as personnel became more experienced,
but thére were no major departures from the organization or the
methods which had been established during the second phase.

Phase IV (June 1945 to the fall of 1947) was marked by an
- immediate and severe deteriloration in the treatment accorded
prisoners of war by the Soviets. Hundreds of thousands of Germans
who surrcndered en masce after the capitulation were herded into
prison camps and forced to work for the Soviet Union. The principle
of thé collective guilt éf the German people formulated by the

Allies was used by the Soviets as a pretext to treat the priscners
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-os outlaws. Thousands were massacred upon surrender, and other
tho&sands died in the camps from overwork, starvation, cxposure,
discase, or violence at the hands of guards and interrogators.
The pro-Soviet propasganda program was practically dropped during
this phase.

Since tactical and political interrogation in the fleld
ended with the close of hostilities, the NKVD now had entire
control of the interrogation program. Although the war had ended,
interrogations continued with an even increased intensity. The
methods used by interrogators and the organization for conducting

68
camp interrogations remained the same. There was a change,
however, in the subject matter of the interrogations. Freed from
the necessity to secure minute details of information relative
to Germany's war effort, Soviet interrogators turned their attention
to general aspects of the war which had just ended and to future
eventualities. Large-scale investigations began on such matteors
a8 German opinions, conclusions, and exnericnces with respect to
Allied armies; the'characteristics, effect, and combat efficiency
of Allied weapons; Allied tactios; German opinions of Russian
weapons and tactics; and a complete history, battle by battle,
of the war against Russia from the German point of view. All
specialists umong the prisoners were forced to reveal every bit

of special knowledge which they possessed. Western Burope's
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entire economy was thoroughly investigated, and special attention
was devoted to anything the prisoners knew about the U.S. Army
and American industry.

During Phase V (fall of 1947 to 1950), the Soviets began to
repatriate prisoners in accordance with an inter-Allied agreement,
although they were far short of completing the process by the end
of 1948 as specified in the agreement. Conscious of a last direct
opportunity to propagandize prisoners, the Soviets revived the
antifa program with new intensity; living and working conditions
for prisoners were improved, and they were treated with more con-
sideration then at any time in the past. Most of the prisoners
simulated an enthusiasm for the antifa program to insure their
rep&triation;

Interrogations continued, with diminishing returns, along
the same lines pursued in the fourth phase. -During the fifith
phase, hoﬁever, the emphasis in the interrogation program ghifted
to the search for "war criminals." This was not a new agpect of
Soviet interrogation. Attempts had been made throughout the war
to discover Germans guilty of atrocities or other crimes against
£he Soviet Union. The emphasis on the program during the fifth
phase, however, was unprecedented. Large numbers of prisoneré,
hitherto regarded as innocent of any wrong doing, were suddenly

accused of war crimes, tried in Soviet courts (often in absentia),
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convieted, sentenced to long terms of hard labor, and deported
to concentration camps for common criminals. Such action deprived
the convicted individuals of their status as prisoners of war and
gave a similitude of legality both to their retention in the Soviet
Union and to the Soviet claim that all "prisoners of war" had been
‘repatriated. |

There are two ostensible reasons why the Soviets abruptly
adopted this course of action: (1) to retain as many slave laborers
as possible, and (2) to prevent the return, particularly to West
Germany, of certain classes of Germans who could not be expected
to be pro-Soviet and who would be of special value-aé potential
leaders in the economic rehabilitgtion of their country or in a
revival of German military power. ’

In order to carry out their plen, the Soviets defined the
term "war crime" so broadly that large humbers of prisoners auto-
matically became war oriminsls. (For example, any prisoner who
had been assigned to any onc of a large ﬁumbef of German military
units was gullty of a war crime because of atrocities alleged to
have been committed by those units.) Records of the prisoners
were screened, and appropriate charges were filed against prisoners
whom the Soviets desired to retain. If nothing could be found
“in a specific prisoner's record which would serve to form the

basis for a charge, the Soviets, nevertheless, accused that prisoner
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of some war crime and forced him to admit guilt. In many in-
stances, other prisoners were suborned or forced to bear witness
~against the accused prisoner.

b, Administration of the Camp Progran

Little information of an exact nature is available on the
organization within the NKVD which conducted the camp-interrogation
program. The highest echelon of this branch of the commissariat -
was located in Moscow and, so far as is known, was a subdivision -
of the Main Directorate of Prisoners~of-War Camps. (Figures 6 and 7.)
Only assumptions can be made about the organization within that
subdivision. Since files were undoubtedly maintained on literally
-millions of individual prisoners, not to speak of order-of-battle
and other informational files, cross-indexing must have required
the services of several hundred individualsa7o It must also be
assumed that the subdivision directed the interrogetion program
in camps and specilal prisoms, recruited, trained, and assigned
personnel within the scope of its activities, and maintained liaison
with numerous agencies of the Soviet Government.

The Soviet Union was divided into districts for purposes of -
administration, and all prisoner-of-war camps in each district
were responsible to the District Directoraté of the Affaire of
Prisoners and Internees which, in turn, was directly responsible

to the Main Directorate in Moscow. (Figure 7.) The camps were
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subdivided for purposes of locating groups of prisoners near
work projects as described earlicr in this study. These sub-
divisions were frequently as large or larger than the main camp
of an area within a district.

Exact detalls are lacking on the organization of the interro-
gation program at district level. The Operations Officer on the
staff of the District Directorate is known to have been responsible
for all interrogations and investigations in the district. He
directed the activities of the interrogation teams in all camps
of the district and, presumably, operated a collection, evaluation,
- and administration center at district headquarters.

Details are also lacking on the organization of camp inter-
rogation teams. Such units undoubtedly varied in size according
to the slze of the camps and the neceds of the moment. It may be
acsumed that tables of organization for the teamg were flexible
and provided for a minimum number of interrogators, interpreters,
trained intelligence personnel, file-clerks, and typists. Techni-
cians or experts in various fields of knowledge were assigned as
needed to accomplish specific tacks. The commanding officer of
& team was usually of field grade rank, and interrogators ranged
in rank from junior lieutcnant to major. The NKVD interrogation'
teams operated on a semimilitary basis; personnel wore uniforms,

and the system of ranks and ratings corresponded to that of the
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Red Army. It may be assumed that one team was assigned to each
main prisoner-of-war camp, and personnel from that camp was sent
to conduct interrogations in the sub-camps as needed. .

Although the NKVD wag responsible for camp interrogations,
many other agencies took minor parts in this program. Again, it
must be assumed that any other agency wishing to conduct inter-
rogations in the camps or to screen prisoner reccords did so only
when authorized by the NKVD, In some few instances, no doubt,
higher authority ordered special investigafions, in which case
NKVD teams in the field were ordered to co-operate with the special
investigators or to give them a free hand.

p&he principal agency which conducted interrogations in camps

other than the NKUD was the NKGB. Most prisoners could not dis-
" tinguish between NKVD and NKGB personnel. This is easily'under~
standable since until 1943 the NKGB had been a main directorate
of the NKVD (the GUGB); consequently, personnel of both organi-
zations had been trained in the same schools, wore similar uniforas,
used the same methods, and were interested to a certain extent
in the same information. NKGB interrogators in the camps concerned
themselves principally with the same categoriecs of prisoners in
which Smersh had becn interested in the field —- suspscted agents,
German intclligence and counterintellipence personnel, former

interrogation personnel, men who had been assigned to "native"
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units or the so-called Osttruppen, wnd other prisoners who had
participated in activities of interest to Soviet counterintelli-
gence. Of primary interest to the NKGB were not the German
prisoners themselves but the contacts those‘priSOners had had
71

with Soviet citizens (col;aborators and agents).

Various industrisl ministries vitally interestced in the ex-
ploitation of priscner-of-war labor sent interrogation teams to
the cumps in a ssarch for technicians, specialists in various
ficlds of ordnance, skilled workers, and scientists among the
prisoners. These teams wore made up of experts in thelr respective
fields and were authorized to visit certein camps, to screen
prisoner records, and to interrogate selected prisoners. Such
interrogations took the form of job interviewe in most cases. A
majority of skilled workers and techniciane were sent to appro-
priate industrial installations wherc Lhey‘were employed as
workers und supervisors; many of them were entrusted with consicer-—
able regponsibility in the improvement of Soviét production methods
or in the training of less tkilled Russian workers. Scientists
and many of the technicians among the prisoners were subjected to
iong interrogations and were required to write long papers in
sttenpts to extract from them every bit Qf specialized knowledge
they possessed. Individuals who had special knowledge on matters

“

in which the Soviets were particularly intercsted (rocket and
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tank production, for instance) were transferred to special
interrogation camps. (Camp 7027 aﬁd its sub-camps near Moscow
is known to have been a special institution of this sort. )

Little if any pressurc was exerted to make the gkilled
wcrkgrs and technicians co-operate in the Russian industriel
program. When an industrial interrogation team discovered a
German prisoner with skills which were needed in Rusglan in-
dustry, the "interrogators" usually promised the prisoner many
spécial privileges -- better food, pay, better living conditions,
a measure of freedom -- if he would co-operate. Conditione were
so bad in most of the ordinmary camps that prisoners were nearly
always glad to accept such opportunities.

ThévSoviet Foreign Ministry was interested in questioning
prisoners who had ever served as attaches or held positions in

the German diplomatic service. BSuch prisonere were transferred

to Butnilka Prison in Moscow (capacity, 14,000 prisocners) where
72

they enjoyed somewhatl better ireatment than most prisoners.
Although the NKVD was primarily responsible for disccvering
prisoners guilty of war crimes, the Soviet judiclary participated

ot times in this program. The NKVD district operations officer
co-ordinated nis war-crime investigation program in some instances

with the district prosecutor. In most instances after *he war

the MVD was the sole conductor of the investigations, end prisoncrs
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were tried and convicted of war erimes by MVD brlbunala.
Intprrogﬁtions conducted in thc canps by other than NKVD pur—‘
sonnel were the excep! ion rather than the rule. The NKVD con-
ducted all initial irvvcerrogetions as well as many special
investigations requested thfough proper channels by other
agencies.

¢. General Methods cf Interrogation

It will have been noted that the Soviets used interro-
gation not only as a means of gathering information but also as
a means of attaining certain ccononic and politicel cnds. Methods
employed varied to a certain extent according to the purpose of
an interrogation, according to the interrogator, and according
to the specific prisoner under interrogetion. The remaining
portion of this chopteor will coneist of a detuilled exposition
of those methods.

Interrogation, in its most clementary form, consists simply
of conducting an examination of a person by means of oral or written
questions. Prisoner-of-war interrogation is complicated by the
fact that normally a prisoner is unwilling to answer most questions
bacause of continued loyalty to his country. The interrogator,
therefore, is faced with the necessily of employing some means
either to make the prisoner willing to talk or to trick him into

revealing the desired information.
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Coercive Technicues

Interrogations ccnducied as a part of o combat or strategic
intelligence plan are confined, by nature of their purpcse, to
o search for trus facts. The appiication of duress during such
intcrrogatlung may defeat their purpose since a prisoner not in
pO'Se gssion of desired information may fabricate answers to guections
Simply to gain vegpite from torture. Soviet interrogations coli-
ducted for the purpose of "discovering" war criminale or for
gaining acquiesence to an anti-Nazi movement were not true inter-
rogations in most cases since the desired end was Lo prove alleged
charges against prisoners or to fores consent to a course of action
rather than to ascertain true facts.

During the great purges of tho late 1930's the NKVD had been
in charge of investigations which had resulted in meny gtartling
witness-stand confessions by former Soviet leaders; therefore,
this organization, now the MVD, entered the fifth phase of the
prigoner-of-war interrogation program with a broad background of
successful experience in the field of obtaining "econfessions"
from domestic prisoners who had becn unwilling, at first, o
ineriminate themselves, The same techniques were applied, with
equal success, in forcing prisoners of war to c&nfess to way
crimes or in making prominent Ggrmun prisoners iend théjrﬂnaméb

T4,
+o anti-Nazl propaganda.
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The most direct means of making an wwilling prisoner reveal
information is, of course, to employ coercion. Modern inter-
national law forbids “he use of coercive methods of interrogating
prigsoners of war. A: has been noted, however, the Soviet Union
was not signatory to the appropriate conventions nor was it
sersitive *o world opinion, and Soviet interrogators made ex-
tensive, not to say highly imeginative, use of coercion. This
method may take a great variety of forms: threats of torture,
of death, or of harm befalling one's family; confinement; hard
labor; narcosis; physicel end mental torture; and slow starvation -—
to name but a few,

Despite the directness of coercion as a means of interrogaticn,
it is not necessarily the most effuctive method to secure desired
resullbe, especially with Strcng—wiiled, determined prisoners who
as soldiers have alreudy risked thelr lives for their country on
the battlefield. Neither is it the most desirable method for
gaining accurate information since, as has been noted, a tortured
prisouner may pretend knowledge and give false information in order
to satisfy his tormentors and secure reliel from pain.

Scviet interrogaﬁors‘used many forms of coercion to make
prisoners talk, and their methods in this respect were often
spectacular, particularly when a "confession" rather than true

information was desired. It must be emphasized that Soviet
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1ntprro~1tuf* were awsre of tho Limitations of ccerzion and used

many other less direct mubhods. Descripbtions of cosrcive methods
which will subsequently be presented may, because of thelir
spectacular quality and great varilety, seem to be more dominant
in the Soviet inbterrcgation program than was actually the case.

A method of interrogation related to coercion and favored

by the Soviets was to accuse the prisoner of lying. The usﬁal
procedure was to confront the prisoner with some discrepaney in
his proviocus testimony and then to threaten dire punishment unless
the prisoner elaboratcd upon his statements in order to prove that
ane had been telling the truth.

Indirect Technigues

Indirecct methods of interrogaticn are, as a rule, tolerated
by international law and were used by military intelligence inter-
rogators of all belligerents during World War 1I. Any person who
attempts to trap another into ¢ivulging information which the latter
would not otherwise consclously reveal is practicing tne ancient

and highly developed crt of indirect interrogation. It is doubbiul
that any World War II belligerent contributed anything that was
basically new to the art. In this study can be listed only thosn
methods which seemed to be favored by the Soviets, along with any
adaptations and refinemeuts of those methods which seem to be

peculiar to Soviet ideoclogy or Russian genius.
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Indirecs methods employed in the interrvogation of priscners
of war involwve the use Qi poychology, decelt, and monitoring
devices. If the priscner will not talk beczuse of loyalty to
nig country, an lunterrogator may otbempt to undermine that
loyalty by use of beyl“dﬂ da. With meny prisonsrs the most
successful method may e to use a comradely approach in which
interrogation takes the form of a friendly, sympathetic chatl
during which the prisoner, plied with cigarettes, food, and liguor,
unwittingly reveals dnformaticn. Promises of favored treatment
in retwn for information appeals Lo opportunists among prisoners.
Other strﬁtegems may be employed, according to the charucter of
the prisoner, such as appealing to the. individual's vanity'if

ilenging hisg statements if he seems cocksure

B

he 1s egotistic, ch
of his knowledsge, or obsgerving the prisousr's verbal and physical
reazctions to statements nede by an interrogator who pretends to
have complete information on a subject under discus 'ion,

Included in the category of indirect methods was the monitoring
of prisoner's conversations by means of mechanical devices such
a8 hidden microphones. Thisz actually wegs uked very iittle by the
Soviets during World Wer II, probably because of a shortage of tie
neceasary eguipment.

Another method of gaining informatica which might poscibly

be-classed as an . interrogetion method-was to-encourage the prisouners
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to write letters to their fomilics. Few of these letters were

sant out of RQussia (abt least, wot before 1947) but were read
carefully by Soviet translators wio checked information gleaned
from the letters against information alrcady aveilable on the

prisoners.

g Use of Informers Amony Prisonere

The Soviets made extensive usc of stool pigeons and agents
among the prisoners not only to gather infermation but alsc to
75

provoke disparaging remarks from prisoners Interrogators
frequently made good use of this information gathered by stool
pigeons, especially when the prisoner could be confronted with
.inf;rmation which differed from that which had been obt@iﬁ@d
‘ffoﬁihim in previous interrogations. A prisoner who mace dis-

raracing or threatening remarks before a stool pigeon could
I & 3

expect severe punighument, and the threat of punishment was often

nsed as a lever to force the prigoner into the role of & slool
plgeon.

Some of the infofmérs ﬁeré‘hiéhiy'trained Soviet intelligence
personnel who bfokp Gcrmaﬂ fluontl" and who were almost impossible
to detect; they were tredted by the guards w1th even more sevoriby
than other priscners and were transferred frequently from camp
to camp. Many Germen collaborationlsts who nad been sent to

sdvanced antifa schools were given special training as inforiers
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and sent to camps where they were not known. Others were German
prisoners who were recruited by neans of threats or promises of
extra privileges. Among the latter group were many weak oppor-
tunists who voluntecred for their roles in order te gain favor
with their captors and who often used their positions to wreak
petty vengeance on fellow prisoners whom they disliked. An
effective method frequently used in recruiting unwilling prisoners
ag informers was to threaten the safety of thelr cloge relatives,
particularly when the relatives lived in that part of Germany
occupled by the Rusasians. Soviet doctors, medical aides, and
nurses often gained the confidence of siek prisoners and secured
information which the priscners would not have otherwise revealed.
Prisoners of the Soviets soon learned that they could tust
no one. They found that they could not even confide secrets in
vtheir closest friends. Even if the "friend" did not turn out to
be an informer, the secret might be wrung from him in a subséquent
interrogation. The most honorable and consclentious of prisoners
could almost always be made to reveal information by Sovict inter-
rogators when the latter were determined to makse the priaone;zrltalk°
Such a priscner wag not given the cholce between silence or death -

he was made to suffer until he taelkeod.
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d.  Specilic Methods of Intervosatinm

Firsy Phase of the War

The Llimited information available on Soviet interrogations
in prisoner-of-war camps during the first phase of the war indicates
that the Red Army was in charge of the interrogation progran at
that time and that oniy officers among the prisoners were interro-
gated. A typical case history from this periocs is that of twe
German officers -- an observetion plane pilot and his artillery
observer -- who were captured after being shot down behind Russian
lines late in November 1941. Both of these officers escaped during
the winter of 1942-43 and made a complete report of their experiences
to German authoritics. 4 sumwary of thelr experiences, ag compiled
hy a German of[icer who studied the repert, is quoted here in full.

Both officere were well treated. They were permitted
to keep their wnifcrme, rank insignia, and decorations.
After a brief interrogation by Russian forward hesdquarters
concerning the situation, morale, etc., of the German wroops,
“both prisoners were taken first to a special interrogation
camp, approximately 150 kilometers northeast of Moscow,
Some 50 caphured German officers of all branches of the
Armed Forcea,([gig/ including Inftwatfe officers, were al-
ready interned there. There were no non-comuigsioned officers
or men. Generally, two officers were billcted in a single
room in barracks. Before these two officers were admitted
to the camp, they were kept in a special locked room where
they were subjected to interrogation dally from 2-3 hours
for sbout a week. Treatment was good, and the Russian guards
were ordercd to salute. Food was barely adequate, but hhe
food of the Russian cawp officers was ao better at that time,
Cigaretbes were plentiful; oven alccholic beverages were given
owt in the eovening. Treatment was courieous and correct. Is
monitoring equipment had been installed in this separate room,
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it could not he digenvered by elther orficer. They were,
however, prepared for it and axranged their conversations
sccordingly,

Yhe interrogating officials were either Russian officers
wao courd s;e'k German very well or Russian 1ntcrrcgatlon

pereonnel in civilian clothes, whose real mission remained
undisclosed. The first "conversatlons" began with personal
gquestions as to their nealmh, families and home towne. Both‘
officers were pernitted to write to their families immediately,
on form post cards. Ths mail was sllegedly sent through the
Ruesian Hed Cross via Sweden to Germany, buit of course this
never took place. On the second or third day, both officers
were required to write in detail their life histories, which
were supplemented on the fourth or fifth day through perscnal
conversations. Pressure to make statements concerning the
German sitvation at the front was not exerted. After about
one week, both officers joined the other prisone: 5,76

Ce

The repcrt from which the above excerpt was taken indicates
the existence of a plunned camp-imterrogation pregram, for officers
at least, since the installation tc which the two German officers
were sent was referred to as a "special interrogation camp.”
Fresumably the two officers were co-operative in giving information
about their life histories, but the fact that they were guarded
in thelr private conversations indicates that they were anxious
not to reveal any information which, as loyal Germans, they felt
should he withheld from the Russians. As compared with the pro-
graom in special interrogation camps latef in the war, the progran
in this camp was very limited indeed, despite the fact that they
had to write detailed life histories and were interrogated daily

for a week, Later, officers and specialists were kept in speciel

sccrer SLCRET

Approved For Release 2002/01/10 : CIA-RDP65-00756R000400030001-4



9T

Approved For Release 2002011 : iCIA- RDP&S-!OB R 01)46.0030001-4

Sinterrogation camps for many months, were subjected to auch longer

and more comprehensive interrogalions, and were required to write
exhaustive treatises or assigned technical subjects. Treatment

in such camps was generally better than in the ordinary prisoner-
of-wayr camps, but the interrogztors did not hesitate to use
coercion if the prisoners did not co-operatc in furnishing desired
information. During the first phase, Soviet camp intorrogators'
apparently adhered to generally accepted rules of international

law in the few interrogations which took place.

The quoted report is representative of other reports on camp
interrogations during the first phase of the war. TFew German
officers were tuken prisoner during this period, and it is unlikely
that the Soviets could have galned eny really valuable.strategic
intelligence from the limited camp-interrogation program. Huch
more 1Lformatlon ig available on Intcrrogation mothodS'instituted
by the NKVD when its interrogation teams took over the camp program
at the Leginning of the second phase of the war. The goneral
pattern of procedure and the methods used by interrogators in con-
ducting the strategic interrogation program remained wuch the same
from that time on; therefore, it will be unnecessary in most in-
gtances to refer to the various phases of the war in the discussion

of MKVD methods and procedures which follows.

T T IS te
cncrnr SECRET

Approved For Release 2002/64#A0-: CIA-RDP65-00756R000400030001-4



Approved For Release 2002/01/0;: €1A-RDPE5100{36R00D4110030001-4

1

[ €}

gcond and Subseguent Phases of the War

Prisoners arriving at a Soviet prisoner-of-war camp Lor the
first time were required to fill out elaborate guestionnaires,; but
they were not subjected *o oral interrogation, in most cases, for

77
several weeks after their arrival. This gave the priscuers a
chance to bzcome reasonably well-sccustomed to camp‘life. The
interval was used by the interrogation team to study each priscner's
dossier, tolmake initial classifications, and to prepare plans for
the Interrogation of the newly arrived prisoners.

All priscners, no matter how unimportant the individual, were

ik kW
e
7, L

thoroughly interrogated at least once in the camps. - The initial
interrogation was so long and exhaustive that several sescions of
from Ywo to four hours each were required to complete an investi-
gatlion in most cazes.
9

NKVD interrogations usually took place at night. This
practice has been rewarked upon by practically all renatriated
German priscners and by citizens of satellite countries who at
one time or another have been questioned by the NKVD but later eg-
caped to tell thelr story. DBven daytime interrogaticns were con-
duc@@d in darkened rooms, simulating night, while bright lights
wers concentrated on the face of the priponer being interrogated.

Lvidently the UXVD deliberately chose night as the best time to
)

conduct interrogations and instructed its pergomnnel sccordingly.
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The practice of conducting interrogations at night wust be
conaidered a standard procedure of Soviet interrogation
methodology.

Several assumptions may be made on the matter of why the
NEVD chose night as the best time to conduct interrcgations. Fore-

be

megt among thege would the psychological factor of fear of the
ungnown which 1s stronger at night than in the daytime. Another
reason may have been that man's resistance is at its lowest ebb
at nignt and his mind is not as clear, especielly when he has been
roused from deep slumber and rushed to an interrogation chamber

28 was the customary procedure. Prisoﬁers were neaeded as labor,
and by interrogating at night a maximun amount of work could still
be exacted from the prisoners during the day. The increased
fatigue resulting from such a procedure 1ed.more quickly to a
breakdown of a prisoner's resistance to guestioniung.

This practice of inducing extreme fatigue as a means of re-
ducing a prisoner's will to resist.interrogatiOﬂ wag arother
important aspect of Soviet 1ntbrrovatlon methodology. A man who
had to work hard every day and thea submit to interrogation every
night soon became exhausted. Desperate for rest,. the prisoner was
reduced to a state in waich he was morally, mentally, and physically
incapable of resisting the insistent demands of the interrogators

to gilve information, to sign a "confession," to act as a stool
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igeon, or to bear felsc witness against e fellow priscner. 1f
it were necesgcary Lo break the prisoner's will quickly, NKVD
interrogacors, worklng in.shifts, would sabject the prisoner to
continuous interrogations for geveral days and nighte. In addition

s

to being kept awake and having nothing 1o eat or drink, the priscner
was usually forced to maintain the same bodily position throughout
the ordeal —- standing, leaning against a wall, sitting on the
edge of a stool with legs oulstretched. After two or three days
of guch treatment, the strongest prisoner would "confess" to
anything in order to gel some rest. Usually, a prisoner subjected
to such interrogation methods could not remember what had happened
80
after he had recovered from the experience. This method of in-
terrcgation is not unknowm to the civil police of other countries.
Americane call it the "third degree."

Fatigue was also involved in the Soviet practice of system-
atically starving a prisoner while keeping him in a solitery con-
finement cell under debilitating physical conditions for long
pericds,

The use of fatigue as a method of breaking a orisoner's will
took time and persistent effort on the part of Soviet interrogatove,
but it was often more effective against strong-willed prisoners
than the direct application of torture or otker more obvicus

coercive mothods.
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Before conducting the iniltial imterrogation of a prisoner,
an inverrogator compared the various reports in the nriconer's
dossicr and checked them against inforwation alrecady on file in

J
o search for coatradictions, inconsistencics, misstatements of
fact, cr obvious lies. If there were many discrepancieg, the
prisoner became suspect of concealirg lmportant information.
Even 1f no real inconsistencies could be found, the interrogator
would select certein statements which could be interpreted as
being contradictory,. This procedure constituted ancther character-
istic of Boviet interrogation methods ~-- that of putting a prisoner
on the defensive.

A man resents being called a liar, even when he has lied

o

deliberately and purposely. If he hes told the truth, he will
go to some lengths, especialiy‘whon he fearo punishment, 1o prove
his veracity and thoreby often reveals more informetion. If he
has purposely lied, he may tell mcre lies Iu an atﬁempt to support .
his statements and thus further incriminate himself. In both
instances he plays intc the hands of the interrogator who has
cchieved precisely the reactlon desired.

Although putting the prisoner on thé defensgive by accusing
him of lying may have been a calculated procedure on the pari of
Soviet interrogators, it must be remembered that in many lustances

the interrogator sincerely believed that the prisoner was lying
L4 é‘s
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when, as a matter of fact, the prisoner hed been telling the

troth.  As nobted carlier, SEVD interrogators were thoroughly
2 &

indoctrinated Communicts and hed been taught to believe that

4 -

all citizens of capitalisgtic natlons would lie as a matte

L
o]
ey

principle. Furthermore, mony Soviet interrogators, because of
a limited and disterted knowledge about conditions in other
countries, were incapable of recognizing the truth of certain
statenents made by prisoners.

Other methods of putting a prisanor on the defensive have
been used by Soviet interrogators. Sometimes a prisoner-of-war

LV

interrogation would hegin with the blunt guestion, "Why are you
g1
fighting against a state of workers and farmers?" When

quLbDlOHWP” political prisoners in the Soviet Union or the satell

states, NKVD interrogators freguently began an interrogatiocn with,

2
"You know why you have buen arrested No, you don't know? Well,

then, why do you suppose?t Oix hundred years ago, hooded 1nter-

rogators of the Inguisition asked the same questions of
ge

herctics who had been brought before them.

suspected

The use of questions designed to put an interrogatee on the
defensive was a psychologically sound method of interrogation.
Most prisoners were nervous, fearful, énd confused when summoned
to the interrogation chamber. Questions or accusations putting

them on the defensive at the beginning of the interview served
&
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to further their fear and confusion and to rouge an emotion of
enger in many of the prisoners. Instead of remaining silent,
they would react emoticnally rather than x ationally to the
sitvation and meke a frantic atempt to clear themselves of

false charges. This was the response desired by the interrogator.

e

Camp interrogations were conducted by NEVD officers, most of
whor spoke excellent Germen bub on oceasion pretended not to know
the laﬁguage and used aun interpreter (probably to slow Jown the
pace of the interview and to give the interrogator more time to
observe the reactions of the prisoner). Former Cerman priscners
of the Soviets have been almost unan¢mor0 in agreeing that NKVD
camp interrogators werc well trained in.ﬁhe technique and psycholegy
of interrogation, that their knowledge of German military, econcmic
and political matters was surprisingly thorough and complete, and
that many cf them were conversant with highly specislized scientific

83
and technical subjects.

In his first interrogation after arriving at a priconer-of-war
camp, the prisoner was immediately confronted with his former
statements and told that because of lies and contradictions in
hig testimony he would suffer sovere puniishment. This was followed

by the statemeut that he need not fear punishment for his former

lies if he would co-operate w1th the interrogator and tall readily

kY

on all matters about which he was to be questicned. Most of these
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initial interrogabions were conducted in a calm, almost benevolont
84
msnner . Fear of the NKVD was so greot among prisoners that be-

fore the first interrogation took place meny of them undoubtedly
hed decided to angwer any and all guestions to the best of their
ability: near the end of the war most Germans were resigred to
defeat and Jittls or no additional intimidation was needed to
make a majority of the priso 3 talk freely.

Despite the willingness of most prisoners to furnish infor-
nation, NKVD interrogators seldom permitted an interrogation-to

congist simply of a straightforward question-and-answer session.
pi 2 1

Hever for long was a vorisoner allowed to think that his statements
were being accepted uneritically as the whole truth. He was fre-

quently accused of lying, of withholding information, or of
concealing his true identity. The interrogator corducted elalorate
crogs—examinations on seemingly unimportant points or asked the
came question several times at widely separated intervals in an
attempt to trap the priscner into making CQDthQlCtOfV gtdbuWQHtH.
Every interrogation included questions about a prisoner's personal
history which could be remembered only imly (if at all), while
technical interrogations contained guestions which even experts
could not an)wcr‘from memory. Thus it was easy to trap a prizoner
inte making contradictory statoments or to ask guestions which the

“priscacr could not possibly answer, and the interrogator could
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manufacture his own opportunities to accuse the prisoner of
lying or of malicicus ohduracy in the withholding of information.
The Soviebs wers extrewely thorough in their collection
and collation of minutiae aboul the Germsn armed forcesv Inver-
sgators had order-of-battle information on file which included
nemes of lower wnit commanders and noncomaissioned officers (with
thelr personal characteristics in many cases) along with conplete
detalls or the order of battle, strength, tables of organization,
85
and 10&3 es of all Germon units on the Bastern Front. The German
troops were well aware that the Soviets sought nrigcners who had
been members of certain units or branches of service (members of
ub‘unluu, intelligence personnel, secret field police, and similar
categories of priscners) in order to wreak vengeance upon them
or to subject them to special investigaticns. Hence, many prisoners
sttempted to conceal their identity and claimed to have been
agsigned to units other then their own. Meny such prisoners were
exposed by stool pigeons, and most of the rest were exposed during
interrogation since the interrogator usually knew more about the
unit which a prisoner felsely claimed as his own than did the
prisoner, Only occasionally did a priscner have a "cover story"
which stood up under repeated investigations. (For examples of
succeseful cover stories, see Appendix VI, Items 20 and 2L.)

Prisoners subjected to specislized interrogitions on woer
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organizetion of the German Army or on technical subjscts ran

the same risk of exposure if they lisd. For example, a high-
ranking German officer who had besn a section chiel of the
Army Personnel Cffice and whe had been taken prisoner was re-
quired o work out an organizational chart of the unit tc which
he had been assigned. After he had completed it, the Soviet
interrogator produced a chart for compariscn which, fortunately
86

for the Germaa officer, did not differ from the version submitted.

Metheds of interrogation during the initial interviews varied
to a certain extent according to the personality and ability of
the interfOfﬂtor Vost interrogators, in turn, varied their
approzch according to the personality of the prisomer. After
an initlal interrogation which had not gone SubledCﬁCT;lj from
a Soviet point of view, a different interrogator whose personality
and approach would be more likely to inspire a satisfactory regponse
from the prisohar wa e oftén aselgned to conduct the rest ol the
investigation. It is possible that some initial interviews were
conducted in & deliberately brutal manner so that the prisoner
could be aught off' guard by a different interrogator who would
conduct the next interview in a courteous, f{riendly manner.
(See Appendix VI, Ttem 32.)

Most of the initial camp interrogations began in an strosphicre

of formal and rather patronizing courtesy, but thic friendly

2
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atmosphere quickly disappeared, varticularly when the priéoner
wag (or pretended tu be) ignorant or if he was caught in o lie.
Even if the prisoner was co-operative and knowledgable, the
interrogator  would abruptly change his attitude upon receiving
some answer which he chose to interpret as being untrue or in-
complete. On these occasibns, the interrogator Would fly into
a sudden rage, pound the table, shout threats and abuse, and
demand the truth. Sometimes, at this stage, the prisoner was
vslapped, struck with a fist or a truncheon, or otherwise physically
mistreated. (High~ranking German officers and generals were seldom
mistreated physically.) After a few minutes of storming rage, the
interrogator would suddenly return to his former polite behavior,
and the interview woﬁld proceed calmly until the next outburst.
The prisoner was kept in a constant state of trepidation and
mental confusion by such tactics. There is reason to belleve that
most of these .sudden rages were deliberately simulatéd and that
the interrogator, while putting on his "act", Was carefully ob-
serving the prisoner's reactions to the threats and abuse. In
nost cases a well-trained, experlenced interrogator would be able
to make accurate evaluations, both of a prisoner's character and
of his information, by adopting such procedures.

The prisoner's initial interrogation in a prisoner-of-war

camp was based on a voluminous questionnaire (of about four closely
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printed‘pages) which covered, as had field interrogations, the
prisoner's vital statiétics, his military scrvice, and his
political affiliations. Answers to the quesfions were carefully
checked against reports of previous interrogations and the elaborate
questionnaire which the prisoner had filled out upon arrival at

the camp. In addition to the foregoing questiﬁﬁs,»the interro-
gator made a thorough investigation of the prisoner's entire life
including almost comical gueries such as, "How many rooms were in
your parents' flat when you were born?"87 A great many of the
questions dealt with economic conditions in Germany, the prisocner's
social and economic status in his home comnunity, and his educa-
tional and professional background. Answers to these questions
determined whether or ﬁot the prisoner would be subjected to

future investigations because of special professional or technical
qualifications.

Regardless of the relative importance of an individual, the
Soviets apparently kept a meticuiously coreful record or dossier
on each prisoner to which new informntion was added as it became
available. A prisoner never knéw when he might be called in for
a special interrogation on some item‘of informatioﬁ which had
acquired new importance. These records were of special value
to the Soviets after the fall of 1947 when the gearch for war

criminals was accelerated.
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One of the principal ogjectives of the initial interrogation
wag to discover prisoners with special technical or tactical back-
grounds and experience -- engincers, industrialists, economic
experts, scientists, technicians, staff officers, or officers.
with highly specialized professional qualifications. Such prisoners
were subsequently interrogated by Soviet experts and, frequently,
were ordered to write scientific treatises on topics upon which
they hed special knowledge. When ordering a prisoner to write

a paper, interrogators oftcn specified the number of pages of

- manuscript which were to be completed each day (fifteen seems

to have been the usual number). Prisoners found that the Soviet

—-officials were satisfied if the right number of pages were delivered
89

on schedule, no matter whether the writing was. large or small.

Ag has been noted earlier in this study, highly qualified
specialists were sent to special interrogation camps. Beyond the
fact that interrogations in those camps were more. intensive and
often lagted over a period of severai months, methods used by
the interrogators were approximately the same a8 in ordinary
prisoner-cf-war camps. Living conditions in the special camps,
however, were congiderably better; the prisoners were not required
to perform hard labor; and; as a rule, promises of better treatment
end other rewards rather than coercion were used as inducements

to reveal information. Apparently, prisoners who were sent to
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the special camps had more on less agreed to co-operate bhefore
being transferred.go

Seemingly, a majority of the ordinary prisoners talked freely,
and after they had been exhaustéd as éoﬁrces of needed information,
they were not questioned again. Since most of them were line
soldiers possessing little or no speclal information, the average
priéoner wag of no further use té the Soviet intelligence system
after he had‘furnished details about himself which, combined with
similar detéils from thousands of others, comprised the raw material
for the compilation of strategic intelligence. Beyond suffering the
rigors of camp life and dccasional brutality from guards, and after
the initial interrogation, most priscners were not deliberately and
systematically tortured (that is, not in connection with the
interrogation program).

Some few prisoners, however, refuséd to reveal information
because of continued loyalty to their country. Others conccaled
information which was vital to their personal safety (such as their
connections with the Nazi party) and were caughl in lies. Informers
betrayed many vprisoners who had lied to their interrogators or
concealed their true identity. Information received from outside
sources often exposed prisoners who had lied or withheld informa-
tion. In many cases interrogators construed inability to answer
as spiteful obstinacy. Such prisoners were subjected to interro-

gations which included many forms of physical and mental torture.
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An dnterrogator was limited only by his imagination, and numercus
examples of these interrogations have been presented in the case
historics in Appendix VI.

A superficial study of NKVD methods of interrogaticn (or
those of the NKGB and Smersh) would seem to indicate that Soviet
authorities permitted the interrogators to apply unlimited duress.
to secure information or confessions from obstinate prisoners. It
must ‘be noted, however, that torture methods of interrogation were.
used only with the permission of responsible higher authority, and
care was faken to prevent the deaﬁh of a prisoner as the direct re-
sult of such torture. To cause a prisoner's death in this way
seemed to be interpreted (in the deceptive parlance of the Soviets)
as a "migtake," and the responsible interrogator was liable to
suffer severe punishment as a result. Because of this, medical
pergonnel was often requirad to be present at interrogations during
which physical torture methods wore applied. Prison officials
and guards were also extremely carcful, and for the same reason,‘“
prevent a prisoner under investigation frem comhitting sulcide.
Such precautions were taken pgrticularly when important prisoners
were being interrogated in the special NKVD prisons- (Lubianka in
Moscow or MVD Prison No. 3 in Leningrad, for example). Rarely
were guards and interrogators in Suoh institutions spontaneously

brutal. Physical torture was ordered, apparently as a last resort,
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and was applied in a studied manner designed to produce the
degired result with a maximum of physical pain and a minimum
of danger to the life of the prisoner. The object was to
break the priscner's will, not to kill him.

The most common form of mental torture to which prisoners
were subjected was to threaten harm to the prisoner's near relatives.
This was particularly effective With.priSoners whose homes were
in areas oécupied by the Red Armyn Obstinate officers among the
priSOners were sometimes threatened with the loss of honor. They
were told that press articles and radio broadcasts would announce
that they had gone over to the Bolsheviks of their ownrfree will
or that they had otherwise committed traitorous acts.g‘a

Extremely severe third degree methods of interrogation,
previously described as a combination of physical torture and
continuous questioning which produced extreme fatigue, were applied
both to prisoners who were obauratg about revealing information
and to priééners whom the Soviets desirsd to exploit for political
reasons. To the latter category of prisoners belonged those who
were required to sign confessions of war guilt, those who were
required to testify against fellow prisoners or to act as stool
pigeons, qertain personages who may have been forced to participate
in the antifa program, prominent political personages of satellite

states, or citizens of satellite states who were pressed into
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service as informers or agents. Few if any prisoners, no matter
how determined they were, could withhold information when Soviet
interrogators used such methods. In most cases, however, less
drastic methods were needed to secure information from stubborn
prisoners, and extreme methods were used more often for "political®
purposes. That these methods were used successfully by the NKVD
Was,demoﬁstrated time and again in the purge trials of the late
1930's when many of the old and frusted Bolshevik leaders made

93
their startling "confessions" at public trials.

Citizens of the western democracies have often been inclined
to depreciate the propaganda value of confessions which, to their
way of thinking, have been extracted from the victim so obviously
by force. The people behind the iron curtain, however, have
. practically no sources of information other than the carefully
censored, Soviet-directed government news agencies, and such
confessions may have far greater probaganda value than most
westerners realize. The Soviets! agi.rent propensity for giving
an appearance of democratic:-legality to.their official acts (such
as retaining large numbers of prisoners as war criminals) may
partially explain the lengths to which they go to secure. confessions
from those whom they are determined to convict of some crime.
Though to the westerner such procedures may seem to be a-travesty

on democfacy, it is possible that ‘the average, thoroughly
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indoctrinated Soviet citizen is convinced that truly democratic
procedures have been followed.

e. Interrogation Prisons

When third degree methods failed to produce the desired

effect, NKVD interrogators resorted to solitary confinement as a
means of breaking a priscner's resistance to interrogation. This
procedure involved a combination of confinement in & cell too
small and too coid for physical comfort, with continuous light
or darkness, complete silence, ceaseless surveillance by brutal
guards, long, fatiguing sessions of interrogation, and, in some
cases, the use of drugs. When suffering "ordinary" punishment
in this fashion, a prisoner received regular prison rations which
were barely enough to keep a man alive. When "severe" treatment
we.s ordered, however, the ration was reduced to practically nothing,
and the prisoner was systematically starved. (4 bowl of watery
soup and 300 grams of bread a day seemed to be the usual ration
in such cases.)

Despite minor variations of method noted in various camps
or prisons and at different times, the general pattern of pro-
cedure adopted by the NKVD to break a prisoner by means of solitary
confinement was practiced so universally throughout the Soviet
Union and its satellite states that it must be considered a

e

characteristic method of Soviet interrogation. Before undertaking
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a detailed description of this method, the most ruthless of
Soviet techniques, it must pe emphasized that the procedure

was used more often to gain political ends than it was for pur-
poses cof gaining information and that only a small numbér of
‘prisoners of war were subjected to such treatment. The procedure
followed in prisoner-of-war camps was essentially the same as
that used by the NK%D, the NKGB, and Smersh when dealing with
Soviet citizens or citizens of satellite countries who were
accused of offering resistance to "the dictatorship of the
proletariat" by thought, word, or deed. The treatment to which
they were subjected, and which almost always produced the desired
confessions, has been aptly described as a "de-personalizing"
process. (See Appendix VI, Item 40.)

In prisoﬁer;of—war camps £he so-called "punishment bunker" '
contained a number of solitary confinement cells. These werce
usually small rooms about two meters square having a polished
floor, a tiny barred window near the ceiling, and no furnishings
except a chamber pot. No light or heat was provided, even during
the winter. At night a wooden bench about a foot wide and five
feet long was pushed into the cell to be used as a bed. At most,
one blanket was issued, and that only during the coldest part of
~the winter. In the summer the floor was kept wet to prevent the

prisoner from lying down, an act impossible in the winter because
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of the extreme cold. It was necessary for the prisoner to

exercise contimually during the cold season in brder to keep
95

from freezing.

The smallest type of cell, end one which has been mentioned
in a number of reports, was.actually a box measuring a meter in
each dimension into which the prisoner was crammed in a sitting
positicn. A large electric bulb in the ceiling provided an excess
of light and heat, and after ten to twenty hours the prisoner lost
consciousness. After being revived with a bucket of icy water,
he would bé interrogated immediately. (See Appendix VI, Item 22.)
A similar type of cell was aptly named the "standing-coffin."

It consisted of a box about a half-meter in depth, a meter wide,

and two meters high in which a prisoner could neither sit nor lie

down. Sometimes the standing-coffin was a full meter in depth

and the prlsonor could squat on the floor; at other times the

ceiling was so low that the prisoner could at no time stand fully
96

upright.

Solitary cells in some prisons could be alternately heated
to a very uléh temperature and then lewsred to a freczing tempera-
ture in a short cpace of time. When subjected first to one and
then to another,extreme of temperature several times within the
space of a few hours, a prisoner was roduced to & stote of physical

collapse very quickly.
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Numerous other refinements of misery were provided in some
cglls such as covering the flcor with water except for two or
three stones on which the priséner was forced to stand because

.the.freezing temperature did'not permit his standing in the water.
In meny instances the cells were simply mekeshift quarters in a
d&mp cellar where ingects added to the discomfort of the inmate.
Continuous light or continuous darkness caused & prisoner to lose
all sense of the passage of time. No latrine facilities were pro-
vided in some instances, and the prisoner was forced to live in
his own filth. Absolute silence was enforced in most prisons with
the exception that prisoners were sometimes permitted to hear the
moang or screams of a prisoner under torture -- apparently for the
purpose. of increasing the atmosphere of terror.

The opposite extreme of solitary confinement was to place
several prisoners in a cell so small that there was barely room
to éﬁand. This counteracted the tendency of some prisoners to go
insane from the loneliness and quict or the solitary cell. Most
priééﬁers were acutely aware of the informer system that prevailed
in ‘the prigson camps, and an air of suspicion usually existed in a
cell which contained a number of prisoners.

Iﬂ the special interrogagioﬁ camps and prisons most prisoners,
pending or during the period of their investigation, werc put in

solitary cells but under conditions which were far more humane
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than those described in the foregoing paragraphs. The less im-
portant prisoners were put in common cells. A strict routine of
sleeping, eating, cleaning the cells, inspection, and exercise was
followed in such prisong; the discipline was severe, and punishment
for infractions of discipline was severe. Constant surveillance
was maintained by guards through peep-holes, and most of the day
the prisoner was forced to sit on the floor where he could be seen
through the peep-hole. Lights were burned all night long. Bunks
consisted of plain wooden shelves, and prisoners were forced to
slecp flat on their backs with their hands above the blankets.

If a priSOner changed his position during sleep, a guard would
awaeken him and force him to resume the required posit:'Lon.g'7 Often
the prisoner would be awakened just after he had gone to sleep and
rushed guietly ﬁo the interrogation chamber. In the common cells
psychological tension was heightened by the fact that scmetimes a
prisoner was taken away by the guard but was not returned, nor
could the others learn from the guard .hot had happened.

The interrogation dungeons were guarded by exceptionally cruel
guards, usually of Czech or Polish nationality. One of their primary
duties was to prevent any form of communication among the prisoners.
This precaution extended to preventing them from seeing ecach other.
When a prisoner was taken from his cell to go to the latrine or to

an interrogation, his guard would continuously knock a key against

T N ) T e -
SECRET SHECRE

Approved For Release 200%'11081”0 : CIA-RDP65-00756R000400030001-4



Approved For Release 2002/01/10; GIA-RDPS5:E74RREOH00030001-4

his belt buékle or give some other signal as a warning for guards
to prevent other prisonsrs from secing the prisoner who was being
moved. ©Special prisons such as Lubianka in Moscow were said to
have & traffic-light system in the corridors so that the movement
of a prisoner would not be observed. If a meeting was unavoidable,
onetéfisonur would be forced to stand facing the wall with his
face hidden in his arms until the other prisoner had been hurried
98
past.
The guards were often men who had been assigned to the camps
for diseipiinafy reasons and who tried, therefore, to-mgke a
favorable impression on their superiors by their cruel treatment
of prisoners. At the sﬁme time they tried to make up for their
disagreeable assignments by stealing the few belongings and the
already insufficient rations of the prisoners. FBElaborate pre-
cautions were taken, however, to prevenﬁ the death or suicide of
g prisoner being "detained for speclal investigation," primarily
because the guards were held responsivice. Not even Russian barbers

were permitted to shave the prisoners, but thelr beards were trimmed

with scissors from time to time.

Most prisconcrs were in poor physical condition when thelr
investigation began, but not e¢ven a man in the best of health could
stand up for long under the more” severe forms of solitary confinement.

At best prisoners were fed insufficient food, and in solitary
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confinement they were often systematically starved. The psycho-
logical effects of fear, loneliness, and mistreatment often

threatened their sanity; malnutrition, cold, and foul living
conditions frequently caused serious illness. The object of the
solitary-confinement "treatment", however, was neither to kill a

man nor to make him insane but to drive him to the horderline of

both death and insanity where he, would become moét amenable to the
demands of the interrogators. Nurses or doctors visited the prisoncrs
at frequent intervéls; and vhen it was noted that‘a man was dangerously
ill, he was transferred to a hospital, carcfully nursed back to
health, then returned to the dungeon. If it were noted that a
prisoner was going insane, he would be removed from solitary con-
finement for a time and put in a comparatively comfortable cell with
other prisoners. Similar concessions werc made in the case of
prisoners who attempted suicide by going on a hunger strike. With
such prisoners, an interrogator's threat to put them back in solitary
confinement often produced the desirved result.

The length of time which prisoners were forced to stay in
solitary confinement varied more or less acbording to the arbitrary
caprice of the interrogator in cherge of an investigation. Prisoncrs
who had refused to give information or who had been accused of
obduracy when they could not answer questions were sometimes kept

in solitary confinement for weeks before being reinterrogated.
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They were then asked the same questions which they could not
(or would not) answer before. Usvally, obdurate prisoners were
by this time willing to talk. After two or threce returns to the
dungeon, a prisoner who still could not (or would not) supply
desired information was sometimes sent back to his base camp and
never aggain interrogated concerning that particular information.
The interrogators were apparently satisfied in such cases that the
prisoners actually did not possess the desired information. At
times, a year or two would pass, and then a prisoner would be
suddenly thrown in an interrogation dungcon and subjected to the
same procedures and the same questions. The interrogators never
told prisoners why they had been suddenly released, and such
prisoners were not, as a rule, discriminated against when returned
to camp. It was not uncommon, however, for a priscner suddenly
to disappear after serving several terms in the interrééd%icn
dungeon. He would be shipped individually to some unknovm desti-
99
nation (or, perhaps, executed) and never reappear in the camp again.
Prisoners suffering confincment during investigation never
knéw when or how often they would be interrogated. In any event,
a prisoner lost all sense of time in the continuous light or dark-
ness and the silence of & cell. At times a prisoner would be in-
terrogoated every night for weeks; in other cases wecks would elapse

between sesslong in the interrogation chamber. - Physical torture
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during the interrogation period was seldom applied in this type

of investigation, the interrogators apparently being satisfied

that solitary confinement with ité debilitating effect on both

body and mind would bring about the desired results. The initial
interrogations were often conducted in a friendly manner but grew
progressively more. severe as the prisoner remained obdurate. Time
and ageln the prisoner would be forced to sit in a chair with bright
lights focused on his face while the interrogator monotonously and
maddeningly repeated the same questions, accusations, or demands.
The sessions were usually conducted in a manner which roused the
prisoner's emotions and caused mental confusion. The rapid-fire
questions were mingled with shouted curses, threats, and personal
abuse. Witnesses were brought in to identify the prisoner or to
present conflicting testimony, and the prisoner was confronted

with documentary cvidence of his "guilt." All sorts of promises

to improve the prisoner's living conditions were made to induce

the prisoner to talk ~- along with threats that the conditions
would further‘deteriorate if he did not comply with demands. A
starving prisoner was sometimes questioned by an interrogator across
& table upon which was laid an appetizing meal and told that he
could eat if he would give information or "confess." Sometimes a
prisoner was given salty food but nothing to drink before an inter-

view conducted by an interrogator who taunted the parched. prisoner
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by drinking long draughts of water or beer between questions.
Occasionally an investigation was brought to a close by the
technique of using shifts of interrogators over a periédvof nany
hours until the prisoner reached a staté of utter exhaustion.

. : ~ _

. If the prisoner had been withholding information and finally
confessed, it often happened that he did not sachieve the relief
vffom torture he had hoped for. Now that the interrogator was sure

he prisoner had been withholding information, the latter was sub-
jected to a continued program of punishment and interrogation on
the theory that he was still withholding desired.information.

The technique of accepting a "confession" varied according to
the situation. Sometimes tﬁe confession was written in Russian,
and the prisoﬁer did not know for sure what he was signing. Eﬁen
if it was in his own language, the prisoner was seldom permitted
to read it completely, and, if he was permitted to read it, he was
not allowed to change any of the statements before signing. At
other times, when the prisoner had fin:lly agreed to confess, he
was required to copy a prepared cbnfession completely in his own
handwriting, or else he and his interrogator worked out a confession
together, sentence by sentence -- a process thatjeftgn reguired
days of effort and wrangling betwecn the prisoner and. interrogetor
as to the content of the confession. In the end, however, the

document either met the Soviet specificatlons completely or it was

svongr SECRET

Approved For Release 2002/0_‘_Ié£%_:_ CIA-RDP65-00756R000400030001-4



Approved For Release 2002/01/10 ; GIA-REPE509756RpYp400030001-4

not accepted.

Once a prisoner had completed the required confession and
signed it, his Soviet jailors often completely reversed their
conduct. The prisoner was treated as a jolly good fellow by his
interrogators who joined Him in a feast. He was put in a com-
fortable cell, given plenty to eat, drink, and smoke, agd allowed
to mingle with other prisonefs. High-ranking prisoners were often
transferred to pleasant country villas in comparatively luxurious
surroundings. In some cascs, however, the prisoncr was sent back
to solitary confinement to awalt trial and execution. The latter
type of prisoner was in rare cases given extensive coaching as to
how he would act and what he would say at a public trial. In the
cage of such prisoners who have been brought to trial for political
purposes, it may be said that threc phases of "interrogation" took
place before the trial: first, the prisoner was induced to "conloss;"
second, he was made to elaborate on his confession; third, he was
tavght how to testify against himself and others, to show remorse,
and even io request punishment for his traitorous conduct or

00

"errors.”

f. The Use of Drugs in Interrogations

In a number of recports regarding the investigations of
i

important political prisoners reference has been made to the Soviet

use of drugs to induce a state of narcosis in & prisoner. While
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under the influence of these drugs, it is alleged that the prisoner
will confess to anything or otherwise comply with the demands of
his interrogators and prosccutors.

The use of "truth-serums," lie-detectors, and other artificial
means of probing the mind of an individual has long been e popular
subject with newspaper and magazine readers in the western world.
‘Conscquently, this aspect of Soviet interrogation methodology has
been the subject of considerable comment and speculation outside
the Soviet Union. Despite-all this comment, very little, if any,
information of a reliable nature is aveilable on the subject. Most

- former prisoners of war of the Sbviets; whén guestioned on the
matter, say thaet they have heard of the Soviet use of "truth" drugs,
but none, so far, has admitted to a first-hand knowledge of their
use. This in itself would indicate that drugé were noﬁ used by

- Soviet interfogators on ordinary priscners of war as a method of
induéingvthéﬁ to reveal information., -Sufficient evidence is avail-
able, however, to permit the asaﬁmption Lhat the Soviets have used
“drugs as a meang of inducing certain important political prisoners
to confess to various crimes against the Soviet Union and to bear
witness against fellow "conspirators." In practically all such
caseg, & political purpose was served by gaining the confessions

- or accusations. Trusted and influential leaders (who probably

- challenged the pewer of their superiors) were made to confess
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their sins-publicly and thus bring the blame for their punishment
upon themselves rather than upon thelr accusers.

It would seem that the Soviets are still in the process of
experimenting with various drugs or combinations of drugs which
will cause & prisoner to lose his own willpower and become com-
pletely submissive to the will of his captors. Apparently, they
have not yet found a completely satisfactory course of treatment
- to accomplish this purpose. While they have succeeded in soccuring

compliance from some individuals who had previously been intractable,
they have done it at the obvious expense of the subject's mind.
When the prisoner has finally becn put before the'public to meke
statements or accusations desired by the Soviet authorities, he has
not ulways rouacted ag desired, or else he was obviously under the
influence of drugs (or abject terror) and the parrotings of stute-
‘ments required by his prosecutors have failed to convince impartial
observers that he was making them of his own free will.lOl
There is no evidence that the Soviets have discovered a drug

which will cause a prisoner to willingly reveal information which
he would otherwise withhold from his interrogators. What they -
seem to have been able to do is,_first, to retard certain mental
processes of the subject by artificially inducing amncsgla and a
breakdown of will-power, and, second, to create a new personality

and "memory" by & systematic program of suggestion (or, possibly,
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by a form of hypnosis). The problem has been to destroy only
encugh of a man's mind to make him lose his originel personality
and then to bulld on the remains of that mind a new personality
with changed patterns of moral behavior and a new "memory."

Varicus reports have mentioned chloral hydrate, scopolaming, -
meécaline (or mescal), and actedfon (or aktedron) as drugs which

5

have been used by Soviet interrogators.log

Chloral hydrate ié a well-known drug and is used as a sedative
and scporific by physicians. It is considered one of the cheapest
and most effective of hypnotics. Given in large doges i£ can
produce ceomplete anesthesia, but this is dungerous because it may
cause resplratory paralyéis and death. A dose ol ten grams or
more ig fatal to most adults. Liguid chloral in combination with
alcohol is pepularly known in America aé a "Mickey Finn" or knock-
cut drops. According to the source reporting the use.of this drug
by the Soviets, it has been "used for breaking down the will—poWer%Ss

Continued use of chloral hydratc may lead to habituation and
a clight degree of tolerance, but addicts often suffer sudden death
from its wuse. A person addicted to chloral hydrate bears many
clinical resemblances to a chronic alcoholic.lo4 It is evident,
therefore, that by forcing a person to become & chloral hydrate

addict a break-dovm of will-power could be achieved, and by‘caréful

experimentation the Soviets may have discovered a course of treatment
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with this drug which will cause an obdurate prisoner to become
tractable when subjected to interrogation.

Actedron is a drug unknown to American medical science. It
may be a trade name of a drug which, as is the case with many
European pharmaceutical products, gives no indication of its
chemical formula-lo5 According to reports, however, actedron is
a narcotic which, when given oraliy, produces excitement, enlivens
the subject physically, makes it impossible for him to sleep, and,
in general, causes him to become nervous and restless. In the
case of Cardinal Mindszenty, actedron was aedministered (according
to thie report) by means of dissolving it in cqgfee which was given
to the Cardinal during a long ihterrogation.lo

The doses of actedron have allegedly been glven during the
course of long interrogations which were designeq.to cause physical
exhaustion. According to one source, the doses were followed by
the administretion of an ice-water encma which thoroughly chilled
" the prisoner, caused diarrhea, and further exhausted the subject
physically.107 This was followed by injections of scopolamine
which were purported to cause an almost complete loss of memory
(amnesia) .

Scopolamine is a well-known drug, being an ingredient of the
anesthesia popularly called "twilight sleep," and is usually ad-
ministered in combination with doscs of morphine. The drug also

is knovm to produce amnesia, but only in the sense that the patient
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hag no memory of pain suffered or of what touk place (an operation,
for instance) while under its influence.‘ It has tranguilizing
rroperties and relieves a patient's emot;onal disturbances, but

in the preiggce of pain it may cause delirium unlesgs morphine 1s
alaq used. Whether or not repeated injecctions of scopolanine
wiil eventually cause complete amnesia is not known to western
science.,

No mention of the use of scopolamine has becn made in connection
with the interrogation of Cardinal Mindszenty, but in.that case as
well as othors it_seems that méscaline was the principal drug used
to "eplit" the personselity of the prisoner (that is, to induce an
artificial psychotic condition resembling schizophrenia). This
drug, a product of a cactus plant, has been used for centurles in

| the religlous ceremonics of certain tribes of Indiaﬁs of the
American southweét for the psychic effects anu hallucinations which
it produces.lo9 According to an authority on the subject of
"megcaline psychosis," this drug producesvan intoxication which re-
sults in true schizophrenia, that is, if the term is used in the
sense of "split mind," for it results in a fragmentation or a
breaking up of the personality. In other words, the-symptoms of
mescaline intoxication are exactly the same as thosa noted when a
‘ 110

patient suffers with the psychosis known ag schizophrenia.

Apparently, the Soviets have used mescaline for their su-culled
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"de-personalization" of a prisoner under investigation. The

drug (in combination with the accompanying treatment) has caused
a prisoner's nervous system to become partially inoperative. At
a certain point in the "treatment" a prisoner would finaliy con-
gent to moke a cdnfession, and he would be kept in a sfate of
mental exhaustion through the use of drugs until complete control
of his mind had becn achieved. With the mind and thé personality
thus disintegrated, a skilled psychiatrist would set-ﬁo work and,
by a combination of hypnotism, auto-suggestion, and the continued
use of drugs, remould the personality of the prisoner to an
appreciable extent and induce him to make the desired statements
before the public.

It must be emphasized that the foregoing description of the
Soviet use of narcosis as a méthod of interrogation is based en-
tirely upon unauthenticated reports and consist of little uore
than conjectures. It is safe to aséume, however, that the Sovicts
have not yet discovered a "truth serum" as such. Narcosis has
not actually been used for purposes of securing information (although
that may have been one of the purposes of Soviet experimentation in
this direction) but rather for purposes of political propaganda:
the prominent politicael personage is made to recant before the
nasSses.

So far as is known, no experiments have been made in America
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with scopolamine, mescaline, or chleral hydrate for the purposes
which the Soviets are purported to have used these drugs. United
States Army psychiartrists have made limited experiments in the
use of narcosis to attempt the diagnosis or cure of various.types
of combat neuroses. Thesevexperiments, it is asserﬁed, have shown
that a person under narcosis will still not reveal the things in
his mind which, if known to others, will be inimical to his welfari%l
This would indicate that a prisoncr of war could not ordinarily
be induced to reveal information while under the influence of drugs
" or hypnosis if by doing so he would offend his moral code or further
ondanger his personal welfare. The Soviets apparently have accom-
_plished their limited purpose by using drugs which have literally
destroyed the mind of the victim. Western ethics have not permitted
- such drastic programs of experimentation with human beings.
 As has been noted, the Sovicts have attempted to use narcosis
only in the interrogations of certain important political prisoners,
- and there is no evidence that prisoners of War,_even'the important
ones, have been subjected to such treatment. The technique of
using drugs obviously requires the services of highly speclalized
- medical and psychiatric personnel and the process consumes a con-
giderable period of time. With less important prisoners, the
Soviets have resorted to the use of brutality and exhsustion to

achieve results similar to those achieved by the use of drugs.
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In any event, the use of drugs has apparently been confined to
cuses in which the Soviets desired to secure "confessions" to
crimes which the prisoner had not committed or to force the
priscner to make statemenfs bf political value to the Soviet
regime rather than to secure useful information; that is, such
interrogations have had a political rather than an intelligence
objective, and only by stretching the meaning of the word can such
procedures be called "interrogations.™ |

- g. Interrogation of War Criminals

.Most of the German prisoners who were interrogated during
the fifth stage (fall of 1947 to 1950) were subjected to the
political rather than the 1ntelllgence type of interrogation. The
main political objective of this program was to weaken resistance
to communism in Germany by preventing the repatriation of German
prisoners who were potential leaders of resistance to Soviet
penetration or who were capable of giving special assistance to
the revival of Germany as an anti-Soviet military power. Other
objectives were the retention of a large number of slave laborers,
including scientists and technicians needed in Soviet science
and industry, and the punichment of Germans who had committed war
crimes against the Red Army or the civilian population of the
Soviet Union, The program was directed largely against the German

officer class and affected about ten percent of the officers who-
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had not been repatriated as of the beginning of the fifth sﬂage.
Large numbers of enlisted men were affected, however, since they
112

were needed as slave laborers. It must be emphasized that the
practice of trying end convicting German prisoners &s war criminals
h&d been taking place throughout the war; the f£ifth phase wop mercly
characterized by the increased pace of this prograw. The Russians
wished to hold certain prisonefs indefinitely and yet be able to
claim that all prisoners of war had been repatriated as of the end
of 1948 per the Allied agreement, for under international law a
convicted war criminal loses his status aé a prisoner. of war.

In order to maintain a semblance of legality in the trying
of war criminals, the Soviets went through a painstaking legal
procedure of collecting evideunce, charging prisoners with violations
of certain laws, and conducting trials in courts. The term "war
crime," however, was defined so loosely (particularly during the
fifth phase) that almost any German prisoner whom the Soviets de-
sired to retain could be convicted of some crime. The charges
against prisoners were either based on a directive of the Supreme
Soviet promulgated in 1943 or the prisoners were charged with
violations of certain parts of the Soviet criminal code. Russian
officers, when cuestioned by prisonérs on this matter, maintained
that during the Yalta Conference the Allies had ceded the right

to the Soviet Union to try German prisoners for war crimes under
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113
Soviet law. Actually, the Yalta Agreement contained no
clauses concerning war criminals, but the Moscow Declaration of
1943 did contain an appropriate clause:

At the time of the granting of any armistice to any
government which may be set up in Germany, those German
officers and men and members of the Nagzi party who have
been responsible for, or who have taken a consenting part
in the above atrocities, massacres, and executions, will
be sent back to the countries in which their abominable
deeds were done in order that they may be judged and

punished according to the laws of these liberated countries
and of the free governments which will be created therein.llé

From the standpoint of Allied agrecments, therefore, it would
seem that the Soviets were within their rights when they tried
Germen prisoners under Soviet law. What can be questioned was
the absurdity of many of the charges, the fact that many prisoners
were forced to confess to crimes which they did not commit, and
that other prisbners were forced to bear false witness in the
courts.

The Directive of the Supreme Soviet upon which many charges
against prisoners was based was promulgated on 19 April 1943. This
provided for the punishment (5 to 25 years in labor or correction
camps) of members of the German armed forces who were guilty of
reprisals, mistreatment, piliaging, evacugtions, and local
requisitioning and who had appliéd duress and comuitied other
atrocities. This directive was used as the basis for charges

against all former commandants of rear areas and their subordinates,
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including those who had anything to do with Soviet prisoners of

war. All members of security units (Sicherungsverbsende) who had

guarded rear areag were accused of war crimes because they'had
fought against partisans. The destruction of villages and the
occasional killings of civilians incidental to partisan warfare
seems to have furnished the Russians’with an excuse té congider
all former members of security divisions (even chaplains) guilty
of war crimes. An enlisted man of a police division who repaired
shoes, probably as a sideline, was accused of a war crime for thus
having "assured the battle—wofthiness of his division."115 Supply
and sdministration officers were convicted under this directive
unless they could prove that they had not made use of captured
Soviet supplies and building materials, and individuals were con-
victed for having appropriated a chicken from a Russian barnyard
or a pair of felt boots from a deserted house. The list could be
extended almost indefinitely.

When not charged with violating the 1943 directive, accused
German prisoners were usually charged with violating Paragraphs 17
or 58 of the Soviet Criminal Code. Both of these pmragraphs §ppeared
in the section of the code entitled "Counterrevolution, Subversive
Activities."® i

According to Paragraph 17, punishment could be imposed upon

persons guilty of participating in or having knowledge of criminal
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action or upon persons who had beionged to organizations in which
criminal actions tock place even though such persoﬁs did not have
a pert in the crime. This paragraph provided a "cetch-all" clause
under which it was possible to punish anyone who had given aid
to others who had committed punishable acts or who had belonged
to any of the German military units listed by the Soviets as guilty
of war crimes. |

Paragraph 58 of the criminal code consisted of several sub-
paragraphs of which only two were used in prosecuting German
prisoners. Sub-paragraph 4 provided for the punishment of persons
who supported an anti-Soviet system and by doing so inflicted
damage on the Soviet Union, Sub-paragraph 6 applied to those who
collected information in Soviet territory and disseminated or
evaluated such information to the detriment éf the Soviet Union.
Obviously, these sections of the code (as well as Paragraph 17)
were designed to apply to Soviet citizens guilty of counter-
revolutionary activities within the Soviet Union. The Soviets
stretched the meaning and intention of these laws in order to
apply them to German military personnel. Sub-paragraph 4, for
instance, was applied to the entire military judiciary and 6 was
applied to all German intelligence personnel.

The Soviet theory of collective gullt expressed in the laws

cited above resulted, according to one German writer, in two waves
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of arrest in the prison camps during the fif'th phase. The first
wave affected local and regional military govermment officers end
commandants of prisoner-of-war camps, members of the military

judiciary and of the local defense units (landesschuetzen), in-

telligence personnel (including sven clerks and drivers), muny
administrative and fiscal officials (Intendanten), and several
voterinary officers. The second wave resulted in the arrest of
all members of the Wehrmacht who during the war had served in any
capa’o‘ity in Polish territory, the remainder of the administretive
and fiscal officials as well as members of the judiciary (even if
the latter had never functioned in this capacity in the USER), all
heads of the military railroad administration and all railroad
engineer troops, all members of naval ﬁnits which had been committcd
in Kurland (they were charged with "evacuation of the civilian
population"), the remainder of the prisoners who had formerly
belonged to security units, the bulk of the general staffl officers,
and many unit commenders (during the lastbwave, ne colonel who had
been a regimental commander wes releaged). In addition, there were
collective convictions of entire orgeniszations, such as the S8, 5D,

. 116
0T (Urganisation Todt), police, and others. It was not necessary

for the accused priscner to have been a member of an organization
at the time alleged punishable acts had been committed, nor was

it necessary that he have personal knowledge of those acts, in
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order to become liable for punishment. Thus, a German major who

hed never left Germany during the war was charged with "partici-
pation in atrocities," and a staff operations officer was convicted
becauge as the superior of the staff intelligence officer he had
shared responsibility for the latter's actions, collected informa-
tion on the morale of the civilian population, and employed civilieans

117
in the construction of positions.

German prisoners of war affected by the Soviet program of
prosecuting so-called war criminals during 1948 and 1949 fell into
approximately nineteen categories according to an appeal made to
the Federate Government at Bonn by repatriated German officers who
had been held in Camp 7270 at Borovichi, USSR.118 These categorics
are listed below with, in some instances, the reasons for their
prosecution and the law under which they were charged given in
parenthesés.

1. All members of the judiciary, whether or not they

had been in Rugsia during hostilities. (Par. 58/4. They

had Ystrengthened and advanced the military potential of

en anti-Soviet power through their application of criminal-
law.") 19 ’

2. All General Staff officers. (Par. 17 and 58/4).

3. All field grade officers of General Headquarters and
of engineer and railway engineer units.

A.‘ All commanding officers of security unite.

5, Officers of local defense battalions (Landesschuetzen).
(Directive of the Supreme Soviet, April 1943).
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6. All members of agencies which had anything to do
with (Soviet) prisoners, civilians or partisans. The
former included all Organisation Todi leaders, army con-
struction officials in so far as they had been actively
engaged in construction projects, officer specialists in
agriculture and forestry, and officials of the army labor
office. (1943 Directive).

7. Naval staff officers formerly stdtioned at Libau and
Windau. (They had evacuated Soviet civilians and property,
the "Soviet civilians" actually being Baltic civilians
fleeing from the Russians.)

8. Airbase commandants and their superiors. (They had
blown up airfields.)

9. Adminigtrative and fiscal officials (Intendanten) with
an academic bapgground. (They had executed local requisitions.)

10. Commandigg,officers of supply units. (They also had
executed local'reéquisitions.)

11. A1l members of local and regional military government
headquarters, transportation and railway transportation. .
officers, and members of Wehrmacht security patrols.

(1943 Directive).

12. All regimental commanders. (Par. 17).

13. Practically all officers holding the rank of colonel.
(Par. 17).

14. S8 and police officers of field grade whether or mot
they had been in Russia. (Par. 58/4).

15. All other S8 and police officers if they had been in
Russia. (Pap, 58/4).

16, All commissioned end enlisted intelligence personncl
regardless of their function, even cooks, clerks, and
drivers. OSince divigional intelligence performs the addi-
tional function of special. service, furnishing the troops
with reading material, voecational training courses, legal’
advice, etc., all commisgioned and enlisted personnel which
had solely performed special service functions were also
placed under arrest. (Par. 58/4 and 58/6) .
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17. All commissioned and enlisted porsonnel, including
doctors, who had served in Russian prisoner-of-war camps.
(Par. 58/4 and 58/6).

18. All field-grade officers of specific German divisions.
(In Camp 7270, fileld grade officers of the 24th and 290th
Infantry Divisions and of the 300th Special Purpose Division
were particularly sought after.)

19. All members of the Germon military police.

Although the fifth stage began in the autumn of 1947 and
was morked by improved living conditions and a stepping-up of the
propaganda program in phc camps, it was not untii mid~1948 (at
the time of the Berlin-"air—lift") that large-scale interrogations
began in connection with thé Soviet program of convicting whole-
sale lots of prisoners as war criminals in order to prevent thelr
repatriation. This program reuached the height of its activity
in the latter half of 1949. Beginning about the middle of 1949,
special commissions (apparently sent from MVD heudquarters in
Moscow) began to arrive at the camps with lists of prisoners who
were alleged to have been members of units accused of atrocities

120

on Soviet territory.

The theme of the interrogations centcred around war crimes,
cruelties, mcasures against partisans, ihé handling of Soviet

prisoners, the treatment of the civil population, and local

requisitioning (Entnahme aus dem Lande). According to former

prisoners held in Camp 7270 at Borovichi, interrogations there
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(which began in June 1949) gemerally consisted of a cross-
examnination of the priscner oﬁ former statoments made by him
concerning hie occupat.on, his social status, and his views on
politics and the military, followed by gueries on one or more of

the fellowing subjecte:

1. Atrocities or orders leading to atrocities.

2. Evacuation of the civilian population and the clearing
of houses for the bilieting of German troops.

‘)

3. The local requisitioning and appropriation of food-
stuffs, fodder, and building materials.

4. The empioyment of Soviet civilians and prisoncrs of war.
5. Intelligence activities, including interpreting
(interrogation) and special service functions, radio and

telephone monitoring, and strategic reconnaissance.

6. Application of criminal low against auxiliaries,
prisoners, and civilians by the judiclary.

7. Firing on locaiities L;illaga§7.

8. Fighting against partisans.

9. The prisoner's (former) residence abroac, vspecially

in countries adjacent tec the Soviet Union.l<d

Interrogation reports had been carefully screened, and
prisoners who had previcusly admitted to having begen members of
certain units or to having participated in certain battles were
considered automatically guilty of war crimes. DPrisoners bruughﬁ

in for questioning often could not divine the purpose of the
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interrogation. The prisoner was purposely misled by questions
vhich covered a wide field, end he was often trapped intc moking
sone statement which ould be used egainst himself or others in
a subsequent trial. Jometimes ag much as two months would lapse
between such interrogations while informers kept close surveillance
over the prisgoner. At the next intcerrogation he would be confronted
with things ne had said or done in an attempt to trap him into en
122

admission of guilt to Snme war crime.

The Soviets were meticulous in the matter of securing what
they considered sufficient evidence to convict a priscmer of a
war crime. Sufficient evidence, apparently, consisted either of
an admission of guilt on the part of the prisoner (a COUiO“”JOﬂ)
or testimony to the guilt of the priscner by at least two witnesseéo
In some few instances, administrative officials who consistently
denied any participation in the making of regquisitions againegt the
Russian civillan population were not sentenced and cnarges against
them were dropped. The same thing happened when an engineer could
prove that materials he had used in construction had been brought
from Germany. The clesring-up of early mistakes caused by in-
competent interrogators sometimes worked in the prisoner's favor,
Furthermore, a firm stand in the face of an interrogator, especinlly
if the latter's casse wasbbased on sketchy evidence, often saved

124,
the day for certain prisoners. If the Soviets were determined
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to vrevent the repatriatlon of a specific prisoner, however, and

the original charges could not be proved, they simply trumped up

Ll

other charges and eith » forced the prisoner to confese to the
alleged crimes or forc:C other priscners to bear witness against
him.

The methods of interrogation employed by the special NVD

-

interrogators who carried cut these pre-trial "investigations”

differed little from the methods desceribed earlier in this study
except, of course, for the fact that therc was a predominance of
the "political" type of interrogaticn. The interrogators were
determined to get the desired results and were expert in the use
of third degree methods if the prisoner was obdurate. Duress was
not necessary in most cases since the automatic arrest categories
and the fabricated testimony of witnesses accounted for most of
tne convictions. During this period, when many prisoners desired
above all else to return home, threats of further rcetention or
promiges of early repatriation were particularly effective. Sone-
times a prisoner who had refused (or who was unable) to give dssired
information would be put on a repatriation train and started for
home, but he would be plCch up by police at the firet stop, sent

12
back to camp, and reinterrogated. Solitary confinement and

\J‘.

the "fatigue" methods were used if necessary. Care was taken to

prevent the death of a prisoner, but he was subjected to terror,

sgcrsr  SKCRET

Approved For Release 2002/01/10 : CIA-RDP65-00756R000400030001-4
"‘j/u, i



Approved For Release 2002/01/10 CIA- RDBGF? 756;R000¢00030001-4

SECRET o Lo I0a

pain, or exhaustion until he fMnally made the desired confession.
Usually an obdurate prisoner was reduced to a stupor or a state

of utter ecxhaustion by The time he signed a confession, and he
rarely knew its conterts. In any event, the confession was usually
written in Russian, and all he knew was what his interrogator chose
to tell him. In this matter, practice apparcntly did not conform

iy

with regulations, and a few prisoners who firmly insisted upon a
126
translation of their confessions were able to secure them.

[ng

The arrests of accused war criminals and the subssquent frials
were conducted in a formal marmer, the prisoner being indicted
before an official, impriscned and given a copy of the cherge sheut,
tried a few days later before a tribunal of three officers, in-
variably found guilty, and sentenced to a number of years of hard
labor in a Soviet penal camp. The right of appeal was granted

127
to convicted prisoners, but seldom if ever was a judgment reversed.
?he charge upon which a conviction was bagsed often consisted simply
of ", . . because he (the defendant) has belonged to the _

128
Division, which committed war crimes."

i

D. Sumnary
In the early part of the war between the Sovict Union and
Germeny, the Red Army's priscner interrogation program was pooitly

arganized and ineffective. TFew prisoners were taken by the Doviets
£ P s
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and mary of those were killed My their cuptors beicre they could
be interrogated. Soviet intelligence personnel was poorly trained
and inexperienced, an practically no interrogations took place

in the prigoner-cf-war camps.,

The need for priconer information and for large numbers of
prisoners as workers led to & recrganization of the interrogation
pr@gram, the rapid treining of needed persounel, and an enforce-
ment of rﬂuulatlons in regard to the sparing of prisomers lives.
By 1943, the procedure for interrogating prisoners had been
develeoped into an excellent system for the gathering of informeticn.
(See Figure 1.) Bureaucratic control of the procedure resulted
in the administrative delays and ipertia characteristic of a huge
burcaucracy, but the extreme centralization of the pregram (in
the honds of the NKVD) resuited in the advantages overbalancing
the fauvlts.

During hostilities, the interrogation of prisoners took place
both in the field and in the prisoner-of-war comps. The Soviets
retained millions of prisoners for several years after the war,
and the interrogation program was contlaued in the camps for pur-
poses of gaining several types of informetion: (1) information
about the armed forces and the economiecs of potential cnemics of
the Soviet Union, (2) scientific and technical informaticn needed

by Soviet industry, and (3) information needed to convict large

'0"(
SHEOHRERET ]} aL\d i

Approved For Release 2002/01!19 : CIA-RDP65-00756R000400030001-4
_J ')-.



Approved For Release 2002/01/10 : CIA RDP§5 0%5 q 4@0030001-4
o N ‘\\ *

\.1\./ o " |4

numbers of wac criminals whom the Soviets wished wo retain for
rolitical and economic reascns.

The ficld interrd cation orogzram was conducted by at least

e

four agencies: (1) W litary imtelligence, (2) GUKR NKO (Smersh),
(3) the Political Dirsctorate, and (4) the NKVD. Each agency
conducted its own program and distributed information through
separate channels. The latter agency, however, confined most of
its interrogation program to the prisoner-of-war camps.
Military intelligence was strictly limited to the gatiering
of combat information of immediate tectical value to the collecting
wnit., On the basis of such information the Main Intelligence
Administration (GRU) of +the Red Arm&'couldg of course, formulate
limited amount of gtrategic intelligsnee about enemy armed forces
and intentions. The other three agencies, while ostensibly
separate, were closely related by virtus of the fact that they
were direct agencies of the Communist barty and were permitted to
gather strategic informetion. Soviet leaders were determined to
restrict the knowledge of true ianformation about other countrics
(that is, strategic intelligence) to as few individuals as poselibls
and enly te the most trusted supporters of the regime.
GUKR MKO (umcrch) was the ﬁounLerlrL=Lll” nee agency of the
fied Army and interrogated syles, saboteurs, Soviet deserters, ensumy

intelligence, counterintelligonce, Tield police personnel, enemy

&
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"political! trcops (members of militant Nazi party orgauizations

such as the 85 end

1 84), priscners cuspected of war crimes, and
similar categories of prisoners. Militsry intelligence agencies

were required tc turn such personvel over to Smersh as soon as

.‘

they were screened from among the prisoners.
The Political Dircotorate of the Red Army conducted interro-
gations for purpveses of gaining knowledge about each prisoner’s
& ¥

soclal, econcmic, political, religiovs, and educutional background
and information about the status of enemy morale which would
of value to the Soviet psychological warfare program.

In the field, thce NKVD conducted interrogations only at army

1evel where all prisoners were turacd over to that organizotion.

Reports of all interrogations conducted b by other agencies in the

fleld were turned over to the NKVD which kopt an elaborate dossler
on each prisoner., ALl prisoner-of-war camps were under tne direct
supervision and control of the NKVD, and this agency had complete

charge of the strategic interrogation program in the camps as well
as the prosecution of war criminals., This organization was, there.-
fore, by far the most lwportant agency participﬁtiﬂg in the priscner-
of =war interrcgation program and was the final authority responsible

for the collectlon, collation, and evaluvatiocn of prisoner informe-

tion on the gtrategic level. Numerous other gens iles, however

b

particlpated iu the camp interrogation program inciuding the NECGB,

e
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which was responsible for state security, and verious industrial
sdministrations, wiiich were Iinterested in gaining sci@ntific in-
formation and in secur.ng skilled labor for-Soviet industry. The
Soviet judicial system had a part in the prosecution of war criminals.

Military intelligence was hampercd in its interrogation program
by the excessively rapid evacuetion of prisoners and, during the
early part of the war at least, by poorly trained interrogation
personnel. Guestions were asked according to standardized forms
provided at each echelon of command from battalion te army In
addition, provisions were made for f{ield commanders to obta}n
tactical information of .c ¢t concern to thelr commands. The
"main® interrogation usually took plsce at division. Corps was
often by-passed in the evacuation nrocess. |

Copies of the interrogation reports accompenied each prisoner
on his way to the rear and to the camps. Interrogators at the
higher echelons studied these reports before conducting an inter-
rogation. If discrepancies occurred in the reports, the prisoner
was suspected cf lying and was, consequently, subjected to more
exhaustive interrogations than he would have been otherwige. Ag
the war progressed, accurate order-of-battle information became
available to lower echelons of the fisld forces, and interrogators
nade extensive use of such information to verify and evaluate

prisoner-of-war statements.
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Important prisonors were evecuated ss quickly as possible
from the front lines to higher echelons for guestioning. Techni-
clang, scientists, and other spoecialists among the prisoners were
gquestioned by appropriate specialists from the various arms and
gservices of the Red Army. If unusually large numbers of prisoners
were taken, only the more important and well-informed prisoners
were interrogated; the cthers were required to furnish a minimum
of personal data and were interrogated more thoroughly after
arriving atl a prisoner-of-war camp.

The Boviets did nol pretend to abide by any international
conventions or customs in respect to the treatment of prisoners,
and Soviet interrogators {requently apolied unlimited duress in
attempts to make obdurate yrisoners reveal information. Military
intelligence interrogators, however, used coercive methods much
less than did the interrogators of other Sovie@ intelligence
agencies. Most German prisoners were.appapgntiy willing to reveal
information required by military intelligence, and the gvacuation
process was so rapid that military intelligence interrogators in
the lowsr echelons could not apply excessive maltreatment to
obdurate prisoners when others were available who would reveal
the needed informaticn. Each interrogator, of course, had his
own method of approach which varied to a certain extent according

to the personality of the priscner. In marked contrast to the
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inexperienced bungling and cruel methods of intcrrogators early

in the war, the expericnced and well-trained interrogators assigned
to the higher echelons (division and up) at the end of the war were
clever and skillful in their jobs. They uften accorded traditional
military courtesies to prisoners and usually secured the desirec
information by means of using & proper psychological approach and
crbss-examination‘rather than by usc of physical coercion. Kind-
ness, intimidation; promises, threats; offers of food wnd tobacco,
slaps or blows with the fist; cross-examination, dissimulation --
these were the methods generally employed by military intelligence
interrogators.

A besic method of interrogation used by all Soviet interro-
gators was that of putting a prisoncr on the defensive by accusing
nim of lying and by threatening punishmenﬁ;lhence, the careful
search in the records of each prisoner for contradictions or dis-
crepancies in his testimony. Soviet interrogation personnel seemed
tu believe, as a part of their political creed, that all prisoners
lied as a matter of principle bécause they were members of a
"eapitalistic" society.

Despite the fact that milicary intelligence was primarily
interested in tactical informetion, interrogations in the field
often tock a strong political bant. Interrogators probéd the

prisoners! political beliefs in attempts to discover Nazi fanatics
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- or political Soviet sympathizers; they criticized the cnemy

system of government and lectured on the superiority of the
wSoviet way of life.

" Smersh interrogation methods were hargh, and torture methods

were often used to make obdurate prisoners reveal information.
- Many prisoncrs guestioned by Emersh were executed after they had
‘revealed the desired information. Some of the éapﬁured spies
were recrulted as "turned—around"'agenté againé£ their own'military
- forces. Little is known about the eventual fate‘bf most prisoners
interrogated by Smersh since they were evacuated through separate
channels to special punishment camps, and few if any of them have
- been repatriated. -
Political Directorate interrogators were harsh if necessary,
“but their methods approximated those used by military intelligence
interrogators. Their intérrogations had an especlally strqng
political flavor, and tﬁey made extensive efforts to recruit
rotential converts to commnism. They also recruited pfo—Sovict
prisoners to essist in the Soviet peychological warfare program
(radio or front-line loudspesker broadcasts). |
On the whole, NKVD interrogators were well—trained, excellent
linguists and skillful in gathering information from priéoners.
They were alsc expected to produce results and failure was éeverely

vunished. Upon arrival at a prisoner-of-war camp, all prlsonnr&
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had to fill out long personal history questionnaires, a procedure
which was repeated each time a prisoner was transferred to a new
camp. Interrogators studied this form as well as all other in-
terrogation reports on the prisoner and appropriate order-of-
battle information before undertaking the interrogation of an
individual prisoner. The slightest contradiction found in reports
at any time, even when the interrogations had been made months
apart, was cause for conducting additional interrogations.

All prisoners were interrogated at lezst once in the camps.
Interrogations were almost always conducted at night, probably
because of the prisoner's lowered resictance at that time, the
psychological effect of darkness, the effect of fatigue, and the
need to utilize the prisoner for labor during the day.

The initial camp interrogation wos long and consisted of an
exheugtive probing of all details of the prisoner's life history --
social status, cducation, political affiliations, ceccupation, and
military service. OSeveral interviews were usually required to
complete this initial interrogation. Specialists, technicians,
scientists, and other especially well-informed prisoners were sub-
jected to long interrogations by appropriate specialists, and meny
nrisoners ware required to write treatises in the fields of their
special accomplishments. High ranking and these learned or well-

informed priscners vere sent to special interrogation camps for
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nore exhaustive interrogations. Particulurly important priscners,

usually those who were important Irom a political standpoint, were

interrogated at special NKVD prisons such ay Lubianka Prison in
Moscow, )

NEVD interrogators were skillful, and coercive methods were
not. necessary in the majority of cases. If need be, however, the
NKVD applied unlimited dpress to make obdurate priconcrs talk,
including those suspected of withholding information, of concealing

their icentity, or of lying. Several cocrcive methods were em-

ployed, ranging from the use of conventicnal torture methods

(beatings, the’infliction of wounls) to clow starvation in solitary
confinement. Interrogators apparently used torture only by per-
mission of higher suthority, and care was taken to prevent the
death or suicide of the priscner under investigation, Most of

the coercive methods involved the use of extreme fatigue: the
prisener was interrogated many"successive'nights and made to work
during the day or else he waé iﬁterrogated continuously for several
deye and nights by relays cflinterrogatofs while being kept awake

under bright lights and made to maintain s particularly fatiguing

o

physical position. Other prisoners were put in various types of
solitary confinement where continuous light or darkness, extreme

celd orhest, sileuce, fatigue, and systematic starvation drove

‘them to the borderline of death and insanity. Mental torture wag
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used by threatening the lives of a prisoner's ncar relatives or
threatening to destroy his hcnor by publishing false stories of
his traitorous or punishable acts (homosexual relations, theft).
Une of the most effective methods used after the war was to
threaten non-repatriation of the prisoner. Few if any prisoners
‘could resist the cocrcive methods used by the NKVD, and, eventually,
they rovealed the information deulred, even i1f the revelation
meant death or life imprisonment.

The Soviet Union wes determined to punish £li war criminals
among the priscners, and the NKVD conducted wany intefrogations
for purposes of discovering those who had committed atrocities.
After the war, the boviets adeptod fhe policy of retaining aé
many prisoners as possible in order Lo provide o« cheap labor supply
and to prevent the return to their native lands of maﬁy intellectuel
and militaristic anti-tovict clements amohg the prischers. As &
result, the laws were_sd defined thgt almost any prisconer could be
convicted of & war crime if desire&. Many interrogations were
conducted for the purpose of mgﬁing seiectcd prisoners confess to
war crimes or to bear witness aguinst othurs so that they could be
"legally" tried end convicted to long terms of hard labor. Such
intcrfogations‘were not conducted for the purpose of gaining true
information but to force the prisoners to perjure themselves.

Coercive methods employed to smcure such Y"confessions'" corresponded
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to those used to secure information frem obdurate prisoners —-
torture, fetigue, and solitary confinément.

There is evidence that the Soviets have made use of drugs
in the interrogations of prominent political personages. Apparently
these drugs were used to break the will and to partially destroy
the mind of & prisoner, thus causing him to become compliant to the
will of his prosecutors. There'is no evidence that such drugs were
used or had value for purposes of causing an ohdurate prisoner to
reveal true information that he would not otherwise divulge to his
interrogators; rather, drugs were used when it was desired for
political purposcs to make the subject confesé publicly to some
political crime against the Soviet regime.

The use of informers was an important aspect of NKVD methods
of interrogation. Agents or stool pigeons were omnipresent in
prisoher-of—wér canps and incluced Soviet agents, opportunists who
volunteered their services'in.hope of faver or gain, prisoners
‘recruited as stool pigeons by means of threats or promiges, or
prisoners who had been converted to communism in the camp propa-
ganda program. A prisoncr who had given false information during
an interrogation was often counfronted with information gathered by
informers in a subsequent interrogation, accused of lying, and forced

to tell all he knew.
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In general, it may be stated that during the period covered
by this study, Soviet interrogators were skillful in securing
information from prisoners. When coercive methods were used, few
if sny priscners had the mental or physical stamina to withhold
information. The procedure for collecting and exploiting prisoner-
of-war information was excellent, and information gathered by
Scviet interrogators was used effectively in compiling both tactical

and strategic estimates of enemy intentions and capabilities.
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PART THREE

CHAPTER XI

SOVIET METHODS OF INTERROGATING JAPANESE

PRISONERS OF WAR

A, General Conditions in the Camps
On 8 August 1945 the Soviet Union declared War on Japan,
and the Far Fastern Férces of the Red Arﬁy launched drives into
Manchuria, Korea, and the southérn part of Sakhalin Island.
The Japanese surrendered unconditiqnally to the Allies on 14
August, and six dajs later thé entiré Japanese Fifth Kwantung
Army of more than half a million men surrendered to the Russians.
The Red Army did not cease'opérations; however, until 23vAugust,
by which time it had occupied all of Japanese-held Manchuria5
North Korea, Sakhalin Island, Dairen,.Port Arthur, and the
Kurile Islands. . | |
Insthe course of this eleven-day conqﬁest, nearly a million ‘
and a half Japanese soldiers and civilians became prisoners of
the RedvArmy. A majority of these were transported into the
- Soviet Union or Soviet—held territory and were interned in more
than 800 camps where they were forced to perform hard labor.
The Soviets were not prepared to handle this many prisoners,

and the lack of food, clothing, fuel, medicines, shelter, and

proper transportation facilities combined with the severe
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weather conditioﬂs in Siberia, the hard labor which the
prisoners were-foféed to perfprm,'and the poor sanitary
conditions in the camps Fesulted in a high death rate among
the prisoners.

| : Thé Soviets persistgntly refused to repatriate Japanece
prisoners until Déceﬁber 1946 Wheﬁ; after considerable pressure
had been brought to bear by other ﬁowers, they signed an agree-
ment to repatriate 50,000 Japanese a month until all had been
returned. The average number returned per month during the
three years that fﬁlldwed was considerably less than the

agreed figure, the repatriation. process being characterized

by many delays and much vacillation on the part of the Soviet
Union. ByiNovember 1949, however, approximately 995,000
Japanese had been repatriated, and the Russians thereupon
announced that all Jepanese had been returned --- except for
about 10,000 convicted war criminals who were serving their
sentences in the USSR. Accérding to official Japanese records,
the Soviets had still not acbounted‘fOr approximately 370,000
persons, including many woméﬁ‘aqd children. Japanese figures
had proved to.bé remarkably accurate for other areas from
which Japanese had been repaﬁriated, and there was much conster-
nation in Japan, especially among the nexp~of—kih of the miss-

ing persons. Japanese and Allied authorities were forced to
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conclude that a majority; at least, of ihese 370,000 un-
accounted for persons were dead since the Soviets have per-
sistently refused to shed an& light on the matter.2
While the exact rate of mortality among Japanese prisoners
‘held in the USSR is not known, thousands of repatriated
Japanese have confirmed the fact that they were treated with
great cruelty, especlally during the firgt year and a helf
after the war whén German prisoners were experiencing what
they called the‘"punishment years." Information ohtained
from repatriates and compi}ed by Allied authorities in January
1947, for example, indicated that in 125 Soviet prisoner-of-
war camps for iapanese the mortality rate was 24.5 percent

3
during the period from September 1945 through December 1946.

Living and working conditions in the camps were responsible for .

this high death rate. The work was of the hardest kind, lumber-
ing, construction, and mining. The priscners worked from:eight
to eighteen hours a day and were forced to meet unreasonable
quotas. Even the injured and sick were made to work. Guards
gnd foremen were harsh, and beatings were frequent. The food.
was entirely inadequate, and many died of s@arvatipn;b Thé
billets were crowdéd, unsanitary, and unheated. Medical care
Was'inadequate; hogpitals were understaffed and lacking in

4

equipment and medicines.,
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With the beginning of repatriation in 1947, cdnditions
in the camps began to improve and the Communist indoctrination
program, which had been largely neglected, was given much
attention. Priscners began to receive some pay for their work,
they feceived a little time for 19isure and recreation, food
rations were increased, and the_billets weré improved. The
Soviets were determined, however, to get aé much work as-possible
out of tﬂe Japanese, and work_quotas remained high. Only
prisoners in very poor health were repatriated at first, and
good workers were the last to go home. Large numbers of
prisoncrs were tried and convicted of war crimes and these
individuals were transferred to penal camps and not repatriated.

A1l of these developments, it will be noted, paralleled those

experienced by German prisoners of war.

'B. Cemp Organization and Administration

As noted earlier, all prisopmer-of-wur camns in the USSE

. were wider the superVigi:uyof the ¥YD, Information concsraing
the organirzation and adﬁiﬂistraﬁibn of the prison camp system
obtained from Japenese repatriates is more detailed than that
available from German sources. The Japanese, for instance, have
indicated thet there was one more echelon in the chain of command
of the camp System fhan is iliustrated in Figure 7, a chart which

was based on information obtained from German sources. According
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to the Japanese, the chain of commend of the camp system was
as followg:
Ministry of Internal Affairs (MVD)
Administration Control Board (Kdnri'In)
Administration Control Burcaus (Kanri Kyoku)
PW Districts (Chiku) |
PW Camps (Shuxpsho)
PW Branch Camps (Bunsho)

The names applied to the organlzatlons at the various.
administrative levels of the camp system differ from those given
in Figure 7, but it may be assumed that these are differences in
translation only, especially since foﬁr ianguages have been in-
volved. The funcﬁions of the Administration Control Board as
described by the Jgpanese, for instance, dre the same ag those
ascribed to the Main Directorate of PW Camps by German repatriafés.
The Adminisﬂration Control Bﬁreaus, however, have not been men-
tioned in reports from Germen sources, and the Japanese ascribe
congiderable importance to this echelon of the system. One of
these bureaus is alleged fo have been established in each
republic or province where prisoners of war were interned, each
bureau being divided into seven sections as follows: Labor,
Personnel, Political, Health, Planning, Supply, and Counter-

intelligence. ' The latter section, known as OCHO (Operativﬁz
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Chekisky Otdel), was the operational investigation section

which directed the camp interrogation program.

The area over which an Administrative Control Bureau had
jurisdiction was divided into districts, and the district admin-
istration, in turn, exercised control over the camps and their
sub-camps in the ssme manner described by German repatriates.
(See Figure 7.) Between seventy and eighty districts have been
identified by means of Japanese reports, three of which were
divided into sub-districts (Shibu) which, in turn, were split
up into branch camps.6 Information available from German
gources on the camp system is limited but it may well be that
the camps for Germen prisoners were organized as described by
Japanese repatriates.

The camps for Japanese were guarded by MVD Escort and
Convoy troops as were the camps for German prisoners. Japanese
repatriates have stated, however, that prisoners sentenced to
life imprisonment or death had their cases reviewed by the Red
Army. If guch sentences werc approved, the Red Army provided
guards for the "life—tormers;" and executions were performed

7
by Red Army soldiers.

C. Camp Indoctrinavion Program

The Scviets carried on an intengive indoctrination program

among Japanese prisoners with the general objectives of extending
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Soviet ideology intovJapan by converting prisoners to communism
before their repatriation and of training selected candidates

to become the nucleus of a militant, pro-Soviet movementAin Japan,
The long~-range political objective of the program was, of course,
to bring Japan within the sphere of influence of the Soviet Union.
The program was similar to that carried on in camps for German
'risoners, but it was "skillfully adapted to the Japanesé habit
of thought; Carefully phrased to the prisoner's current éiréum~
stances and to each stagé of his development until the program
itsell became an integral part of the prisoners! lives and
thoughts."

Selected converts to Soviet ideology from“among the prig-
cners became secret informers in the prisoner-of-war camps and
thus assisted the Soviets in their camp interrogatioﬁ.progfam;.
otherwige the indoctrination program falls outside the séope of
this study, and only a brief treatment of'theléubjeqﬁ can be
presented here.

' The' Soviets kept themselves in the background and used
Japanese Communists as much as possible tb'carry on the indoctri-
nation program among the prisoners. Many of these Japaneée had
been expatriates from Jupan for years and had been trainéd in
Moscow;’ others were screened from among the prisoners and put'

to work. A4s the program developed, converts from amdng the
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prisoners were sent to special indoctrination schools and

trained to carry on propagands in the camps as well as to

periorm intelligence missions for the Soviets in parts of
9

Asie and in Japan.  An integral pert of the scheme was the

publication of the Japan News (Nippon Shimbun), a newspaper

which wes distributed throughout the ceamps and which carried on
a greater part of the indoctrination work during the first year

- after the war. It was & propaganda organ which lauded the Soviet
way of life and rublished inflamatory articles against American
occupation forces and policy in Jepasn, against the Emperor
system, and against former lesders of Japan who had brought

about the downfall of that country.

In the camps, the indoctrination program went through four
well defined stages. The first stage, lasting from Merch through
~ December 1946, was "a negetive phase designed to eradicate hatred
for the USSR, Zgh§7 aboligh Emperor Worship and the military caste
sjétem."lo An anti-fascist group called the Friends! Socieﬁy '
(Tomonokai) was crganlized, and priconers were urged to join the
group for purposes of holding discussions and hearing lectures.
o few prisoners responded that both promises of better living
cenditions and threats of reprisels or delay of repatriation
were used to increase the membership. Even then in o majority

of the camps only sbout sixty percent of the prisoners enrclled,

N
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A camp committee of a chairman and members selected from the
renks of the prisoners (who were especially pro-Soviet) planned
the propaganda program, organized and directed the work of a
nunber of committees, and integrated orders of the Soviet
authorities into camp policies. The -similarity between the
Tomonokai and the antifa movement among German prisoners is

at once apparent.

During thé gecond stage, January through April 1947, e
gystematic educational program was introduced which was designed
to inculcate thecretical principles of communism in the minds

- of the prigoners. Potential leaders were dismissed from labor
end given concentrated short courses in the history and theory

7 of communism; others were required to attend lectures and dig~
cusglons in the evenings. The Tomonokai gave way to a so-
called Democratic Group (yggggg) whose activities became less
gsocial and more openly political in nature. ' A traditional
mistrust of both Russia and commﬁnism-lingered among the pris-
oners, and in order to make the indecctrination program more

. acceptable, such words as "democratic" were temporarily utilized.

Later, as relations between the USSR and the United States became

mere strained, such terms giré dropped, and the movement was

frankly labeled communism,
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The third indoctrination period, Mey through September
1947, iaid special stress on denouncing American occupatiocnal
policies in Japan and America's alleged imperialistic designs
in Asia. The fourth period, lasting from September 1947 through
November 1949, was the time during which most of the Japanese
prisoneré were repatriated to Japan and the indoctrination
seemed to consist largely of an intensification of effort along
_ propaganda lines already mentioned. Several so-called Youth
Organizatlons were organized among the younger prisoners who
hod shown the most enthusiasm for communism. Members of these
groups were given special ideological training, enjoyed favored
treatment, and exercised tyrannical power over other prisoners
in the camps. At the repatriation port of Nakhodka, nriscners
were given a finsal intensive indoctrination course before they
were sent back to Japan. Those not showing proper enthusiasm
for communism were held behind for further training; as a result,
almost all of the prisoners simulated en enthusiasm for the
program, whether they liked it or not, and joined the Communist

12
party simply in order to insure their return home.

D. GCamp Interrogation Methods

The methods used by Soviet interrogators in camps for
Jaepanese prigoners were strikingly similar to those used in

camps for German priscners. This is not surprising since MVD
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personnel conducted the interrogation program in both typee of
camps. The fact that German and Japanese sources come to such
close agreement on éssential features of Soviet interrogatiom
methodology serves, of course, to increase the value that may
be placed on the credibility of both sources.

Since the war between Japan and the Soviet Uniom lasted
but & few days, there could have been no extensive field inter-
rogation program, nor are there any available reports from
Japanese sources on this matter. Two reports on the Soviet
interrogation program in prisoner-of-war camps for Japanese,
however, have been compiled.tw‘Uhited States Army interrogation_:_
teams working under the direction of G-2, General Headquaxterp,f_

13
Far Easteru Command These teams interrogated numerous
Japanese repatriates from Soviet prison camps concerning Soviet
nethods of interrogation. The resu]tﬂ of these interrogations, .
plus four shozt yapers on tho subacct voluntarlly submitted by
forner Japanese pzlsoneru, were 1ncluded 1n the two rcports
which congtitute most ui the source materlal upon which thils
portion of the study is based, and }engﬁhy excerpts'from ﬁ??? ;

have been included in Appéﬁdix VIIT. item_2 consists of a model - .

interrogation written by a Japanese who had been pressed into i

service as an interpreter; this dialogue is worthy of careful
!

study since it seems to be typical of the routine type of
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interrogaticn to which a majority (that is, the less important)
prisoners were psubjected. No mention of the use of narcotics
hazs been made by Japencse who had been held prisoner by the
Soviets

The following discussion on Soviet methods of interrogating
Japanese will be brief because the source material is limited
and because the methods were so gimilar to those used with
German priconers which have clready been fully discussed.

The Suviet cemp interrogation program was hindered by
lack of Japanese speaking personmel. Congequently, many lin-
guists among the prisonere were presscd into service as inter-
preters as well as White Russians who had lived as expatrictes
among the Japunése in Manchuria. One source even mentioned the
use of Soviet students of Japanese, all young women, who were
sent to the campg to gain practical experience in the language.
During interrogations the interpreters made frequent mistakes
which were, as a rule, detrimental tc the person being inter-

14
rogated.

Interrogators of Japsnese prisoners were usually MVD
officers of the rank of lieutenant, few of whom spoke Japanese.
Although reports are not clear on this matter, it would seem
that most of the interrogators were concentrated in the investi-

gotion sections (Ocho) of the district headquarters. Minor
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invesfigations were cbndudtéd by damb poiitiédi’sectioh
personnel and sp901al 1nveétigators were sent from the
dlstrlct headquarters as needed Important prisoners were
: sent to a prison in the v1cin1ty of dlstrlct headquarters
and kept there for the duration of thelr investlgatlons. In
view Qf the shortage of llnguistlc personnel, it is logical
to assume‘that the Soviefs pooied interrdgators'and linguists
in central locations in order to make most efficient use of |
them.%?; |
] ;rfcontrast to repatriated Germans, most of whom commented
on ﬁhe'gederal professional competence of their interrogafors
in the camps, Japanese repatriates have frequently mentioned
the poor quality of the interrogators in the camps for Japanese
prisdnersr On the other hand, the interrogators seemdd to
havé been successful, as a rule, in obtaining desired information,
-and Japanese criticisms may have been based largely on the fact
that the interrogaﬁors were handicapped by poor interpreters.

At the beginning of their imprisonment, all Japanese were
requlred ag were all Germans, to fill out lengthy personal
history”forms which were carefully screened by the Soviet inées~
tigatqré.l7 Subsequent investigations of a majority'of the

prisoners were routine and designed to. clarify answers given’on

" the guestionnaire. From these personal history forms, however,
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Soviet interrogators singled out certain categories of person-
nel for special investigationé. The recéption of inférmaﬁion .
from a stool plgeon about a prisoner which differed from that
given on the prisoner's questionnaire resulted in an 1mmed1ate
and special investigation of that prisoner. Job classifications
were also made following the screening of the questionnaifes,
and technicians or especially well-informed prisoners were sub-
jected to technical interrogations. |

Prisoners undergoing interrogation were usually segregated
from others during the period of investigation. Less important
prisoneré ﬁére kept at work during the day and interrogated at
night. More important prisoners were put in a prison on leés
than the usual rations. Others undergoiné more severe inveg-
tigatioﬁé”were kept under close guard in solitary confinement
on near-starvation rations.l8 Prisoners were sometimes sun-
moned for investigation formally througﬁ camp headquarters;
at other times they were summoned secretly, and their felleow
prisoners did net know what had bécome of them. Prisoners sus-
pected of war crimes, who constituﬁed the largest group of those
who underweﬁt sﬁecial interrégations seem to have been sent to
one of ééveral camps in fhe Qiéinity of Khabarovsk where‘special
personnel and facilities were provided for the interrogation and

trial of war criminals. Another such center seems to have been
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located at Nakhodka which was also the principal repatriation

port where prisoners received a final course of indoctrination
19
before embarking for Japan.

Methods employed by the interrogators show a close parallel
to those used with German prisoners, so much o that, beyond
listing them here, no further discussion will be presented:

fﬁferrogations were generally conducted at night in a small
room with a bright light focused on the face of the prisoner.

Interrogators used physical coercion only by permission of
higher authority, though they often broke this regulation.
A majority of the routine interrogations were conducted
without the use of physical torture.

The prisoner was frequently accused of lying to keep him
on the defensive., Threats and verbal abuse alternated
with promises and patronizing kindness. . Food was some-
times placed before a starving prisoner to persuade him
to "talk. M

The slightest inconsistency in a prisoner's statements
was seized upon as cvidence of lying and as an excuse for
more harsh and extensive investigation.

" The most frequently used (end most effective) threat was
‘that of non-repatriation.

Prigoners were required to sign interrogation reports
which they could not read.

Obdurate prisoners were subjected to physical and mental
torture or to the "fatigue" method -- interrogation by
relays of interrogators for several days until they became
completely exhausted and consented to making a "confession."

Other obdurate prisoners were confined for long periods
in various types of solitary confinement cells under the

: same conditions described by German sources. Systematic
starvation, heat, and cold were parts of this treatment
which practically always resulted in the "confession™®
desired by the interrogators.
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Informers among the prisoners in the cahps and among

those in the prison undergoing investigation were an

important part of the investigation system. Soviet

medical personnel algo spied on the prisoners.

Aside from securing items of information concerning a
prisoner's personal history and his military service, the
Soviets seemed to have two‘principal objectives in their inter-
rogations: (1) to secure evidence that Japan had intended to
wage an aggressive war against the Soviet Union, and (2) to
.secure evidence of the guilt of "war criminals" among the
Jaﬁanese prisoners. The first of these objectivés gtemmed,
apparently, from a desire to have proof of Japan's aggressive
designs so that in.an4éventual peace conference the Soviets
would have more excuse to demand a harsher treaty (and one which
would be moie advantageous to the Soviet Union). The second
objective had the same economic and politicel purposes as‘thatif(
pursued among German prisoners -- to retain as many prisonegs
a3 possible as slave laborers (living reparations) and to
prevent the return to Jepen of intellectuals, militaryi}eéders,
scientists, techhicians, and other classes of prisoners who
would be of-help in the rehabilitatiqn of Japan as an anti-
Soviet power. |

The process of seeking out, inﬁerrogating, trying, and
convicting seiéétéd Japanese prisoneré as "war eriminals" so

closely parallels the process which took place among German
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prisoners that there is need to present only a few additional
details here. By thevSoviet's own admission, at least 10,000
Japanese were held behind in the repatriation program.. Person-
nel sought by the Soviets as war criminals were classed together -
under the Japenese term Zenshoku, and included field grade and
general officers, all intelligence, counterintelligence and
espionage personnel (those termed as Special Service or
Tokumukikan personnel by the Japanese); civilian, military, and
secret police (Kempeitai); former Japanese diplomatic personnel;.
eny Japanese who had participated in partisan warfare ageinst

the Red Army; linguilsts (suspected. of being connected with
Japenese intelligence); speclalists in aviation, electronics,
bacteriology, and chemical warfare; and any persons formerly
assigned to a number of specifically designated units.20 Records
were screened, and prigoners who fell into the wented totegories
were separated for investigation. These individuals were made

to f"confess" to thelr Merimes" es well as to reveal the némes

of guilty persons who had concealed their true names or former
assignments. As with German prisoners, this progfam'got under-
way when the repatriation_process began in 1947 and continued
through the next two years. The program was not partiéularlyf
successful until after thé Soviet sponsored Migégg movement -

had succeeded in gaining large numbers of converts who, persuaded
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that true "democrats" willingly exposed all reactionaries,
revealed the names of many Zenshoku who had hitherto been
able to conceal their identity or former assignments.zl

- Practically all Japanese repatria£es have reported the
extensive use of informers among the prisoners in camps for
Japanese prisoners. As among the Germans, these informers
were recruited from among those who had been converted to a
pro-Soviet attitude -- members of the Tomonokai and the Miggggl
group., Others were opportunists who were recrulted by means -
of promises of gain or of early repatriation. Some prisoners -

were forced into the role of a stool pigeon by threats and

coercion., Japanese prisoners, as did German, found that tﬁe

2

could not trust their closest friends.

E. Summary

Soviet methods of interrogating Japanese prisoners in
prigoner-of-war camps closely paralleled those used in camps
for German prisoners, although the linguist and interrogation
personnal who dealt with the Japanese apparently were some-
what less skillful. Unlimited duress was used to make obdurate
prisoners reveal information or "confess" to false statements.
Large numbers of higher ranking officers, specialists, intel-

lectuals, and anti~Soviet elements among the prisoners were
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tried on trumped-up charges and cohvicted of war crimes in
order to prevent their repatriation to Japan. Soviet methods
of interrogation were apparently effective, whether the object
was to secure true information or false “confessions," and few
if any Japenese prisoners could reslst these methods when

coercion was used,
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PART FOUR

CHAPTER XII
CONCLUSTONS

Thls study has demonstrated that intelllgence agenciee
of the Soviet Union are fully aware of the value of prisoners
- as sources of information and that they have developed an
efficient orgenization end an effective methodology in order
to exploit prisoners for intelligence purposes. Prisoﬁers
have also been exploited by the Soviets for economic and
politiecal purposes. All three types of.exploitation have
continued long after the close of hostilities, and certain
categories of prisoners have been retained in the Soviet Union
for political and economic reasons by the legal device of
declaring them to be war criminals not entitled to the right
of repatriation.

The Soviet Union has not adhered to the currently accepted
code of international law in regard to prisoners of war and
internees except, as in the cage of war criminals, when it has
been advantageous to do so. Reprisals, usually the most effective
method of insuring a regard for international law, are of no
avail against the Soviets who renounce as traitors their own
personnel who surrender to the enemy. The interrogation of

priszoners has been conducted with complet.» dilg7z:gard for any
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existing stendards of humane conduct, Unlimited duress has
been used to make unwilling prisoners reveal information or
to force prisoners to perjure themselves in the furtherance
of. Soviet political objectives. Interrogation methods have
‘been so ruthless that even the most strong-willed and con-
sclentious prisoners have been forced to reveal all information
in their possession. If necessary, Soviet interrogators have
.- 8set about systematically to destroy the sanity of a prisoner
in order to achieve desired results. The prisoner's life
hags been carefully preserved, however, so t?at he could be
saved for further exploitation or formal execution. Strict
‘precautions have been taken to prevent a prisoner under inves-
tigation from committing suicide.

" In Soviet prisoner-of-war camps,the inmates have been
iforced to live and work under conditions that destroyed thé
“lives of many and ruined the health of those who survived.

Living conditions were improved in the camps and limited
privileges granted to the prisoners only in order to improve
their productive cupacity or for propaganda purposes. The
knowledge and skill of scientists, technicians, and skilled
workers among the prisoners were exploited as completely as
pogsible. Prisoners amenable to the Soviet indoctrination

program have been given special training and returned to their
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native lands to form the nucleus of a pro-Soviet movement
and to act as espionage agents for the Soviet Union.

There is no reason to believe that the Soviets will
change their attitude toward prisoners or conform to inter-
naetional law in the immediate future. They have apparently
continued to develop and perfect their interrogation organ-
lzation and methodology along lines adopted during World
War II, and, if anything, they seem to be planning to exploit
prisoners for political purposes even more in the future than
they have in the past. Evidences of ﬁhese trends may be
observed in a report on interrogation methods used by North
Korean interrogators (some of whom were Soviet officers) in
the gquestioning of United Nations' prisoners late in 1950,
The report falls outside the scope of this study, but it has
been included as Appendix IX because 1t supports the findings
of this study and indicates the direction which Soviet inter-
rogation practices may be taking.

Because of the SoViet attitude towards international law
regarding prisoners of war maintained throughout World War II
- and the period immediately following that war, considerable
surprise was experienced in international circles when fhe
Soviet Union participated in the framing of the Geneva Con-
vention Relative to the Treatment of Prisoners of War of

12 hugust 1949. On signing this convention, however, the

378

stcrer SECRET
Approved For Release 2002/01/10 : CIA-RDP65-00756R000400030001-4



Approved For Release 2002/01/10 : CIA-RDP65-00756R000400030001-4
secrer  SLCRET

Government of the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic made

three reservations, one of which is particularly significant

in view of what is known about the Soviet program of prosecuting

war criminals among prisoners. Article 85 of the new convention

slates: "Prisoners of war prosecuted under laws of the Detain-
lng Power for acts committed prior to capture shall retain,

. - 1
even if convicted, the benefits of the present Convention.®
In regard to this article the Soviets mede the following reser-
vation:

Article 85: The Byelorussian Soviet Socialist

Republic does not consider itself bound by the obligation,

which follows from Article 85, to extend the application -

of the Convention to prisoners of war who have been con-
victed under the law of the Detsaining Power, in accordance:
with the principles of the Nuremberg trial, for war crimes
and crimes against humanity, it being understood that
persons convicted of such crimes must be subject to the
condltions obtaining in the country in question for those
who undergo their punishment.

In view of what has been learned ubout Soviet methods of
interrogating captured personnel, : number of recommendations
can be made concerning (1) general policleg which should be
adopted to protect the security of uny nation and its military
forces opposing the Soviet Union, and (2) the indoctrination

- and training of troops who will fight against the Red Army
and are thereby potential prisoners of the Soviet Union.

In regard to general policies, the following recommendations

are submitted:
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1) More stringent security measures should be instituted
to prevent military information from falling into the
hands of the Soviets which, when used by interrogators,
can be of value in identifying individuals among the
prisoners likely to be possessed of importaent information.

2) Knowledge of importent military secrets should be re-
stricted to as small a circle of individuals as possible.
This proposal is, of course, in conflict with the policy
of informing all military personnel as completely as possible

. about the military situation and objectives in order to
facilitate the intelligent direction of effort at lower

- levels of command. A line will have to be drawn between
information which is vital to the execution of military
operationg at the various command echelons and information
which under no circumstances should become known to the
enemy. ‘ ‘

3) Persons in possession of important military secrets
should be protected against the danger of cepture, first,
by keeping them as far as possible from the front lines

and forbidding them to fly over enemy territory and, second,
by removing well-informed persons who have become encircled
by air-l1ift or other available means if at all possible.

On the matter of the training and indoctrination of troops
liable to capture by Soviet military forces, these recommenda-
tions are submitted:

1) More emphasis should be placed on the Troop Information
and Education program in order to strengthen the political
convictions of the troops. They should have a better under-
standing of why and for what they will be fighting as well
a8 a better knowledge of the nature of the regime which they
will be fighting apgsinst.

2) Troops should be made conscious of the harm done to
their country, their unit, and to their former comrades
in arms when, as a prisoner, they reveal information to
the enemy.

3) Troops should know that if ceptured by the Red Army
they can expect no proteetion from internstional law.
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They should be taught in as striking a manner as possible
how they will be treated if they become prisoners of the
Soviet Union. This should have the effect of strength-
ening their resolve to fight when the odds seem against
them and not to surrender when there is the least possible
chance of survival by continuing the fight.

4) Troops should not be required to give only name,
rank, and serial number to Soviet interrogators. Rather,
they should be permitted to give a minimum of information
about their units and personal history as required, but
schooled to pretend ignorance of broader matters or of
any secrets in their possession. Only by giving troops
harmless information with which to "bargain" will the
soldier be able to withhold vital data. This is offered
as the safest possible solution to the problem which
arises from the certainty that a determined interrogator
is never actually "resisted," he ean only be "satisfied."
As an additional procedure which troops can practice to
"satlsfy" their Russian interrogators, they should allow
themselves to be drawn into conversations on sociological
and political matters - dissertations on which virtually
all Russians will enter enthusiastically.

'5) TFor their own protection, troops should be taught to
act in a militarily correct and courteous manner when
captured. Respect should be shown for the rank of
captors with whom the prisoner comeg in contact, and the
prigoner should make it clear that he expects to be
treated with the respect due to his rank (even if that
treatment is not forthcoming). A prisoner should never
be rude, sarcastic, or derogatory in his remarks to his
captors and should refrain from mentioning the names of

- political or military leaders of the Soviet Union in an
unfavorable light. '

6) 4 prisoner of the Soviets should keep his answers to
questions short end simple, and his gtatements should be
true if posgible. He should never change or add to his
statements in subsequent interrogations. A prisoner caught
in a lie by a Soviet interrogator may be forced by torture

concealing up to that time. Prisoners who steafustliy keep
to's simple, easily remembered, prefabricated ‘'covor story"
are likely to be ignored after a few interrogetions. They

should never boast of special skills or knowledges in order
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t¢o gain favor nor should they admit to the slightest
knowledge of any alleged atrocities committed by friendly
troops, even if the "atrocity" is nothing more than the
use of captured Soviet supplies.

7) Troops should be warned of the omnipresence of
informers among prisoners and told to reveal no secrets
even to trusted fellow prisoners since the latter may be
subsequently forced to reveal all he knows. Soviet
medical personnel often act as informers and are trained
to seek confildences from wounded or sick prisoners.

Troops should be indoctrinated egainst becoming stool

pigeons among their fellow prisoners or otherwise acting

as agents for the Soviet Union.

8) The Soviets often force prisoners to make radio or

front-line loudspeaker broadcasts or to sign propaganda

letters and leaflets designed to encourage desertion or
disaffection among the ranks of the enemy. Troops should
be taught to disregerd any guch propaganda, even if it
seemg to originate from comrades well-known to them who
have become prisoners of the Soviet Army.

These recommendations are suggestions only. A number of them
ere in -eonflict with traditional concepts of proper and
honorable behavior of a prisoner. Otherfsuggestions are in
conflict with regulationg requiring American troops to reveal
only name, rank, and serial number. 'Honprable behavior can be
expected and security can be muintained,:however, only if the
eremy is honorable and adheres to generally accepted rules and
customs Qf warfare., The Soviet Union hag not trested prisoners
honorably nor in accordance with the rules of warfare. It is
“obviocus, therefore, that in the event of war between the Soviet
Union and the United States it will be necesgsary for the latter

to meke some modifications in the indoctrination of troops and

its security regulations.
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NOTES AND CITATIONS

(Explanatory Note)

Much of this study is based upon a series of papers
crepared by a group of former German officers working under
the supervision of the Chief of the Historical Division,
Buropean Command (EUCOM). Severel of the individuels partic—
ipating in the project had been prisoners of the Soviets;
numerous repatriated Germans who had been prisoners of the
Soviets were also interviewed in the course of preparing the
studies. These separate papers are designated in the citations
that follow under their code number, MS P~018 (a through f).
Coples of these papers are on file in the Office of the Chief
of Militery History.

The other main sources of information were the Departmental
Records Branch, Office of the Adjutant General, and the G-2
Document Library, GSUSA. Unless otherwise specified in the
following notes, all German records were obtained from the
former source; all others are on file with G-2. Other documents
which have been especinlly helpful in the preparation of the
study have been those prepared by the 7707th Intelligence Center,
European Command (7707 ECIC) and by Headquarters, U.S. Forces in
Austria (USFA Biweekly Reports). Much excellent source materizl
has been furnighed by U.S. Air Force Intelligence; Other
documents have been secured from the Central Intelligence Agencd#,
the Counterintelligence Corps, and Naval Intelligence.

The organization of the Red Army and of Soviet intel-
ligence agencies as described is based principally on two
publications of G-2, GSUSA: Survey of Soviet Intelligence .and
Counterintelligence and WD TM 30-430, Handbook on USSR Military
Forces (1945).

The classification of each document used is indicated
the first time it is cited by the symbols (R), (S), and TS) --
Restricted, Confidential, Secret,; and Top Secrét respectively.
Only a few Top Secret documents have been cited, usually only
for the purpose of supporting information secured from less
highly classified documents.
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NOTES AND CITATIONS

Chapter I
1. Tralnlng Film (Soviet), "Break-through of the Forward Defense

‘Llne" (Vzlom Perednogo Kraya Nemetskoi Oboronye), MID #3024 (R}, Pt. 2.

. 2. WD M 30-430, Handbook on USSR Mllltary Forces, (C), Nov 45,
Ch. V, p. 16.

3. xenophon, one of the first‘military hietorians; recorded
numerous instances in which important informatioh‘was secured from
prisoners during the retreat of "the ten tﬁousandﬁ Greeks from
Asie Minor iﬁ.Aoo B..0. See N. C. Dakyns (trane.), Xenopﬁon's

The March of the Ten Thousand (Anabasig) (London, 1901), pp. 23,

25, 53-55, 86, 95, 98, 100ff.
-4. "Six Million Prisoners of War,! Fortune, XXVII, No. 2 (1943),

p. 109. See also: "Reteining Prisoners of War," World Report,

II (8 Oct 46), pp. 10-11.
5. See chapter in this .study, "Soviet Methods of Interrogatlng
Japanese Prisoners of War," Section A.

6. Nazi Aggression and Conspiracy (Washington, 1948), III,

- Document 081-PS, pp. 126-30. In a report dated 28 February 1942
a German military observer stated that . 3,600,000 Russians had
been taken prisoner during the first eight months of the war

between Germany and the Soviet Union.
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7. The only accurate figures available on the number’of
prisoners captured or lost by any one power during World War
IT are those compiled on the U.S. armed forces by thé Prisoner
of War Office of the Army and the corresponding agencies of
the U.S. Navy and Marines: ~This information was compiled in
October 1949.

Number of Americans taken prisoner by the enemy during

World War II:

U.S. Army and Air Force . . . 114,285
U.s. Navy L T T S T S 3;324
U.S. Marines. « « ¢« « « o « « o« 2,272

Totel. . . . . 119,881

These figures do notvinclude Coast Guard and Merchant
Marine personnel nor the thousands-of American civilians who
were interned by the enemy.

Approximately 3,500,000 Germans, 175,000 Italians, and
56,000 Japanese were eifher captured by the U.S. armed forces
or transferred to the U.S. armed forces by other Allied Powers
for processing and imprisonment during World War II.

See also: Martin Tollefson? "Enemy Prisoners of War,"

Towa Law Review (1947), pp. 126-30. Mr. Tollefson, former

Army officer and Chief of the Prisoner of War Operations
Division of the Army in World War II, states that the number
of prisoners held in prison camps in the United States during

World War II was 435,788.
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8. Japenese troops were given no instructious about their

~ behavior upon capture, the implication being that a good
Japanese would fight to the death rather than surrender. The
Soviet Union consgidered surrender a kind of traitorous act,
and after the war most Russians who had been captﬁred were
sentenced fo terms of hard labor upon their_repapriation. |

9. Prigoners of War (Institute of World Polity, School of

Foreign_Serviqe, Georgetown UniVersity [ﬁéshington, 194§7);m“
p. 15. i

) William E. 8. Flory, Prisoners of Warv(American Council
on Publiec Affairs Zﬁhshingtog7), p. 7.
lQ. MS,NO, P-018b. - This menuscript is one of a series of
studies comprising PW Project 14 (MS P-018 &~f) dealing with
verious agpects of PW interrogation and the propagandizing
of PW's. ‘The project leader and contributors are former high-
ranking German officers. Manuscriptsof this series will here-
after be cited as MS P-018 a-f. Docﬁments are filed in the

Office of the Chlef of Military History, SSUSA.
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Chapter IT
1. Hans J. Morgenthau, Politics Among Nations (New York, 1948)

pp. 209 ff.

2. See STATE, Encyclopaedia Britannica, 1948 Edition.

3. Flory, Prigoners of War, pp. 7-23. ©See also: George A.

Finch, The Sources of Modern International Law (Carnegie

Endowment for International Peace, Div. of Inter. Law.
Monograph No. 1, Zﬁbncord,'l9327). For shorter, yet compre-
hensive, essays on international law, see INTERNATIONAL LAW

both in the Encyclopaedia Britannica and the Encyclopaedia

Americana.

4. United States - Mexican Claims Commission, Opinions of the

Commigsioners, pp. 207, 233.

. Flory, Prigoners of War, pp. 8-9.

. Morgenthau, Politics Among Nations, p. 210.

Ibid., p. 215.

» Ibid., p. RR0.
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Flory, Prisoners of War, p. 7.

10. Report of the International Committee of the Red Cross on

its Activities During the Second World War (1 Sept 1939-30 June

1947), hereafter referred to as Report of the Internetional

Red Cross Committee (Gepeva, 1948), I, pp. 368-70.
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11. Ibid., p. 35.

12. Robert H. Jackson, The Nurnberg Case (New York, 1947), p. 127.

13. WD FM 27-10, Rules of Land Warfare, p. 2, par.. 5 a.

14. Uﬁited éﬁqtes armed forces personnel are required to obeyﬁ
treaty law implicitly, it being the résponsibility of higher
authority to determine and instruct those forces concerning

the statusrofiaqy agreements between the'United States and any
other pqwér, but the‘right éf any power to denounce or witﬁdraw

from a treaty is recognized. See: Instructions for the Navy

of the United'States Governing Maritime and Aerial Warfare, p. viii.
Treaties of'ten contain,proviéions outlining the procedure by

which a contracting party may denounce and withdraw from an agree-
ment, th;ugh treaties dealing with rules of warfare are generally
made with the understanding that the trééty (which has been made

in peacetime) cannot be denogncéa after hostilities have beguhu_
This latter prinoiple was expouﬁded in one of the earliest fdrmal_
treaties that included provisions concerning the treatment of_ “
prisoners, the one between the United States and Pruséia in 1799,
énd also in Article 96 of the Geneva Convention of 1929. See

also: T. A. Taracouzio, The Soviet Union and International Law

(Wew York, 1935), p. 235.

15. Taracouzio, The Soviet Union and International Law, p. 236.

16. WD FM 27-10, Rules of Land Warfare, pp. 1-2.

17. Flory, Prisoners of War, p. 9.
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Chapter 111
1. (1) Flory, Prisoners of War, p. 11.

(2) Dr. Franz Scheidl, Die Kreigsgefangenschaft von der

altesten Zeiten bis zur Gegenwart (Berlin, 1943), pp. 1-2.
For examples concerning the treatment of priSoners in ancient
times translated from ancient writings see pp. 1l6ff.

2. BScheldl,. Die Kreigsgefangenschaft von der altesten Zelten

bis zur Gegenwart, pp. 16-19. Alexander the Great, on one of

’his expeditions, met 4,000 Greeks whose ears, hands, and feet
had either géep cut off or mutilated by the Persﬁéns and then
set on their ﬁay home to become a laughing stock énd a warning.

3. Ibid., p. 1.

4. Flory, Prisoners of War, p. 1.

5.  Report of the International Red Cross Committee, I, p. A38.

6. Lionel Giles (trans.), Sun Tzu's The Art of War

(Harrisburg, 1944), p. 16.
7. (1) Ibid., pp. 47-48

(2) Herbert C. Fooks, Prisoners of{War (Federalsburg, 1924),

p. 8.

8. Flory, Prisoners of War, pp. 11—12.

9. Plato, The Republic, Dlal Edltlon (New York), Book V, pp. 205-09.

10. Flory, Prlsoners of War, p. 12.
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11. Scheidl, Die Krelgsgefangenschait von der altesten

Zeiten bis zur &egenwart, p. 20.

12. Flory, Prisoners of War, p. 12. See also: Scheidl, Die

Kreigsgefangenschaft von der altesten Zeiten bilgs zur Gegenwart,

rp. 1-2.

14. James H. Robinson, Introduction to the History of Western

Europe (Boston, 1924), I, pp. 214-25.

15. Scheidl, Die Kreigsegefangensgchaft von.der altesten Zeiten

bis zur Gegenwart, pp. R4-25.

16. Robinson, History of Western Europe, pp. 32-36.

17. Ibid., p. 246.

18, RE Fitzgerald Lee, "Prisoners of War," The Army Quarterly,

IIT (1921-22), p. 349. Thig article contains numerous examples
of prisoner treatment throughout the ages.

19. Robinson, History of Western Furope, p. 497.

20. Lee, "Prisoners of War," Army Quarterly, p. 349.

21. Ibid. See also: Scheidl,. Die Kreigsgefangenschaft von

der altesten Zeiten bis zur Gegenwart, p. 27.

22. E. G. Trimble, "Prisoners of War," The Encyclopaedia of

Social Sciences (New York, 1935), XII, pp. 419-21.

23. William Malloy (comp.),wTreaty of Peace and Amity,

4 June 1905, between the United Stztes and Tripo}if U.S. Treaties,

Conventiqns, Tnternstional Acts, Protocals and Agreements, IIT,

Article XVI, pp. 1791-92.
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24 Scheidl, Die Kreigsgefangzenschaft von der altesten

Zeiten bis zur Gegenwart, p. 27.

5. LAWS OF WAR, Encyclopaedia Britannica, 1948 Edition.

26. Flory, Prisoners of War, pp. 13-14.

27. (1) INTERNATIONAL LAW, LAWS OF WAR, GROTIUS, Encyclopaedia

Britannica, 1948 Edition. (2) Franeis W. Kelsey (trans.),

Hugo Grotius!, De Jure Belli ac Pacis (Oxford, 1925), Book I,

Ch. I, pp. 33-50: Book III, Chs. XI - XIV, pp. 722ff.

28, Grotius, De Jure Belli ac Pacis, Ch. XIV, p. 769; Ch. IV,

Pp. 649-50.

29. Flory, Prisoners of War, p. 1l5.

30. LAWS OF WAR, Encyclopaedia Britannica, 1948 Edition.

31. Ibid,

32. Morgenthau, Politics Among Nations, p. 179,

33. INTERNATIONAL LAW, Encyclopaedia Britannicé, 1948 Edition.

34. G}D;H. Cole (trans), Jean Jacques Rousseau's, De contrat

social ou principes du droit politique (1762) Everyman's
Library Edition (New York), Book I, Ch. A, pp. 8-10.

' 35. David Niven (trans.), Charles de Montegquieu's, L'Esprit
des lois (Glasglow, 1793), Vol. I, Book XV, pp. 283-8.

36. (1) Emeric de Vattel, Le droit des gens (1758), Vol. II,

Book III, Ch. 8,'Sec. 137; (2) Flory, Prisoners of War, pp.15-16;

(3) VATTEL, Encyclopaedia Britamnica, 1948 Edition.
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37. Flory, Prisoners of War, pp. 16-17. Eighteenth and

Nineteenth century writers on international law whose works
influenced the treatment of prisoners were: David Hume (1711-
vl776), Henry Wheaton (1785-1846), Daniel Webster (1782-1852),
and James Lorimer (1818-1890). An important author who in-
fluenced humanistic thought was Jean Henry Dunant (1826—1910),
the Swiss philanthropist who was one of the founders of the Red
Crosa.
38. Malloy, "Treaty of Amity and Commerce, 10 September 1785"

and "Treaty of 1799," Treatiesg, Conventions,'etc.;'II, Article

XXIV, pp. 1477ff end 1486ff. This treaty provided for the
right to send mail and packages to prisoners, prohibited the
binding or shackling of prisbnefé, permitted the parole of
officer prisoners, and specified that commissaries for prisoners
be provided in prison camps.

39. (1) Lee, "Prisoners of War," Army Quarterly, p. 3543 (2)

Trimble, "Prisoners of Wer," Encyclopaedia of Social Sciences,

p. 420

40. (1) Flory, Priscuners of War, pp. 17-18; (2) Lee, "Prisoners

of War," Army Quarterly, pp. 350, 354; (3) Edward Fraser,

Napoleon the Gaoler (London, 1914), pp. 1-15; (4) Theodor A.

Dodge, Great Captains, Napoleon (Boston, 1904), I, pp. 528-29.

(5) DUROF, WILLIAM, Encyclopaedis Britemnica, 1948 Edition.:
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41. War Department G.O. No. 100, 1863, Arts. 48-134. A few
of these articles pertain to the rules of land warfare in
- ‘general, but most of them specifically pertain to prisoners

of war. See algo: Flory, Prisoners of War, pp. 18-20.

42. TLAWS OF WAR, PFncyclopaedia Britannica, 1948 Edition.

43, (1) Report of the International Red Cross Committee, I,

Cpp. 11-12, 217; (2) Malloy, "Geneva Convention of 1864,"

Treaties, Conventions, etec., II, pp. 1903ff. Another con-

vention in 1868 extended the provisions of the agreement to
cover maritime warfare. The U.S. Senate consented to ratifi-
cation of both conventions in 1882, although ratification was
never exchanged between signatory parties.

L4 (1) Flory, Prisoners of War, pp. 19-20; (2) LAWS OF WAR,

Encyclopaedia Britannica, 1948 Edition.

45. Malloy, Treaties, Conventions, etc., II, pp. 2016ff.

This was the occasion of the United States! first participation
in an European multlpartite diplomatic conference of this nature.
46, Ibid., "Convention with Respect to the Laws and Customs

-of War on Land," Ch. II, Arts. IV-XX, pp. 2049-51.

47. Ibid., Art. IX, p. 2050.

48, TIbid., "Geneva Convention of 1906, For the Amelioration

of thé Condition of the Wounded of the Armies in the Field,"

pp.. 2183fL.
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49. Ibid., pp. 2220ff.
50. Ibid., pp. 2269ff.
51. Ibid., "Hague Convention No. IV of 1907, Art. II, p. 2277.

See also:"Hague Convention No. IIT of 1899," Art. II, p. 2046.

52, (1) Papéré Relating to the Foreigﬁ Relationg of the U.S.,
;2;@; Supp. 2, pp. 48-49. Sec. of State Lansing in a statément
to the Sec. Gén. of the War Council of the American Red Cross,
19 Aug 1917, said in part, ". . . In so far as the rules set
forth in the convention afe declaratory of international law,
they aré of course cbligatory as being a part of the.law of

nations." (2) Final Report of Gen. John J. Pershing, 1920,

p. 85. General Pershing instructed his Provost Marshal General
to follow the principles of the Hague and the Geneva Conventicng
in the treatment of prisoners.

53. Trimble, "Prisoners of War," Encyclopaedia of Social Sciences,

pp. 420-21, The Red Cross in its Ninth Conference, 1912, voted
to enlarge the scope of its activities to include prisoners of
war. Their representatives were allowed to inspect certain
camps and to meke reports on camp conditions which dispelled

rumors concerning mistreatment.

54« (1) Ibid., 1. 421; (2) Pershing's Final Report, pp. 85-86,
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55. (1) Flory, Prisoners of War, pp. 22-23; (2) Eleanor C. Flymn,

"The Geneva Convention of Treatment of Prisoners of War," The

George Washington Law Review, II (1942-43), pp. 505-20. The most

important of the war-time egreements were the Convention of
Stockholm (Germany, Austria-Hungary, and Russia in May 1916);
the Convention of Copenhagen (Nov 1917); the Franco-German
Agreement (Apr 1918); the Anglo-Turkish Agreement (Dec 1917);
the American-Germen Agreement (Nov 1918).

56. Report of the International Red Cross Committee, I, pp. 217-18.

57. International Law Association, Report of the 29th Conference

(1920), p. 259; Report of the 30th Conference (1921), pp. 236-46.
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Chepter IV

1. Papers Relating to the Foreign Relations of the United States,
T, pp. 317ff.

2. Geneva (Prisoners of War) Convention of 27 July 1929, Art. &2.
3. ‘Geneva (Réﬁ Cross) Convention of 27 July 1929.
4

. WD IM 27-251, Treaties Governing Land Warfare, 7 Jan 44,

p. 127. This manual does not list China but she had ratified

the convention in 1935 according to Report of the International

Red Cross Committee, I, p. 510.

5+ Report of the International Red Cross Committee, I, p. 442.
6. Ibid., p. 443. |

7. Ibid., see also: Telegram, State Dept File 740.00114
European War 1939/2108, 7 Feb 19423 Telegram, State Dept File
740.00115 Pacific War/ 16 2/3, 24 Feb 1942.

8. Report of the International Red Crosg Committee, I, p. 35.

9. Ibid., pp. 442-509.

10. See records of the Military Tribunal for the Far Easﬁ,
International Prosecution Section, SCAP. Filed in Departmental
Records Branch, AGO. At a Bureau Chief Meeting in Tokyo, May
1942, War Minister Tojo 1s reported to have opposed Lt. Gen. Mikio
Uemura (Chief of PW Information Bureau) in regard to the latter's
expressed intention of conforming to the Geneva Convention. Tojo
insisted that prisoners undergo compulsory labor forbidden by

the Convention.
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11. Letter, Frank T. Cleverley, Administrator for Foreign
Opefations, American National Red Cross, to Capt. K. G. Stewart,
OCMH, 28 Sep 49, Sub: Handling of Prisoners of War by the Soviet

Union and by Germany during World War II. Author's file.

12. Report of the International Red Cross Committee, I, p. 409.
13. Ibid., p. 412. |

14. Ibid., pp. 417, 430-33.

15. _]_:BJ_.(—i_, pp. 404~36. In these pages is a complete account
of the fruitless attempts mede by the Committee to co-operate
with the USSR during World War II.

16. Robert E. Sherwood, Roosevelt and Hopkins: An Intimate

History (New York, 1948), pp. 557-58.
17. Ibid., p. 559.

18. Report of the International Red Cross Committee, I, pp. 510-14.

19. Ibid., p. 329.
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Chapter V

1. Taracouzio; The Soviet Union end International Law, p. 9.

2. David J. Dallln, Soviet Rugsia's Foreign Policy 1939 1941

(New Haven, 1942)3 p. RL.
3. Ibid., p. 10.

4. Trends in Russian Foreign Policy Since World War I

{Legislative Reference Service, Library of Congress [ﬁéshington,

19477), e 5.

5. David J. Dellin, Russia and Postwar Europe (New Haven,‘l945),

p. 73.
6. Ibid.

7. George Vernadsky, Politicel and Diplomatic Higtory of RusSia

(Boston, 1939), pp. 43436, Ai42.

8. Taracouzio, The Soviet Union and International Law, p. 237.

9. Fred L. Schuman, Soviet Politics at Home and Abroad (New

York, 1946), p. 191. The exact dates of de jure recoghition are
as follows:

1 February 1924 - Great Britain

2 February 1924 - Italy
13 February 1924 - Hungary
20 February 1924 - Austria

8 March 192/ - Greece
15 March 1924 - Sweden
31 May 1924 - China
18 June 192/ -~ Denmark

1 August 1924 - Mexico
28 October 192/ -~ France

- 20 January 1925 - Japan
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The Treaty of Rappallo was not included in de jure recognitions
since at that time Germany also was an ostrecized nation.

10. Trends of Rusgsian Foreign Poliéy Since World War I, p. 5+

11. Dallin, Rugsia and Postwar FEurope, pp. 60-63.

12, Taracouzio, The Soviet Union and International Law, p. 269.

13. Ibid., p. 328.

14. Ibid., p. 329,

15. ;p;g;, p. 289.

16. Ibid., pp. 322-23. See also pp. 423-24 for the complete
text of this proposal.

17. Ibid., pp. 323-25.

18. lbié., pp. 319£f, Taraéouzio predicted in 1935 that in
cage of war the Russiansg would probably discriminate against
officer priscners.

19. Geneva Conventions of August 12,'1949 for the Protection of

Wer Vietims (Dept of State Pub. 3938 /Washington, 19507,
pL. 84TF, 235.

20. 1Ibid., p. 235. A sigpificant reservation made by the
Soviets in signing the 1949 Convention was as follows:

"The Byelorussian Soviet Soclalist Republic does not cénsgider
itself bound by the obligation, which follows from Article 85, to
extend the application of the Convention to prisoners of war who
have been convicted under the law of the Detaining Power, in
accordance with the principles of the Nuremberg trial, for war
crimes against humenity, it being understood that persons con-
victed of such crimes must be subject to the conditions obtaining
in the country in guestion for those who undergo their punishment."
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Chapter VI

1. Unless otherwise noted, information on the Government of
the USSR as presented in this study is based on the following
references: (1) UNION OF THE SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS,

Fricyclopaedia Americana,. 1948 Bdition; (2) WD TM 30-944,

Dictionary of Spoken Russian, 1945, p. 563; (3) WD TM 30-430,

Handbook on USSR Military Forces (C), 1946, I - 65 (4) U.S.

Office of Strategic Services, The USSR, Ihstitutions and

People, (C), 1945, pp. R2ff.
2. Translations currently accepted by U.S. Army Military

Intelligence for the Russian terms,Upravleniye and Glavni

JUpravleniye are, respectively, "Directorate" and"Main Direc-
torate" (e.g., GRU - Main Intelligence Directorate). In many
.publications, including U.S. Army Military Intelligence manuals
-published as late as 1946, these terms have been trunslated as
MAdministration" and "Main Administration." Otdel igipranslated
as "Section;® (e.g., RO - Intelligence Seetion). Segments of
the General Staff formerly termed "divisions" are also desig-
nated as "directorates" in this study.

3. UNION OF THE SOVIET: SOCIALIST REPUBLICS, Encyclopaedia

. Americana.
- 4. "The Supreme Military Council" of the Soviet armed forces

is sometimes referred to in other publicationg, including
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earlier U.S. Army Military Intelligence manuals, as

"General Headquarters."

5. WD TM 30-430. Chapter III contains a complete dis-
cussion of the hisﬁory of the changes that took place and
copies of Tables of Organization end Equipment of various
units of the Red Army.

6. WS P-018b.

7. The discussion of intelligence sections of the Soviet
Army staffs is based on the following books or documents:

(1) study, ID, GSUSA, 1947, Survey of Soviet Intelligence and
Counterintelligence (S), (hereafter cited as Survey Sov Int),
Ch. IIT-IV; (2) Joint Intelligence Sub-Committee Report,
Organization of Soviet Intelligence Services, Postwar (T8),
‘(hereafter cited'as Jt Int Sub-Com Rpt). (3) Brit Study, . .
Soviet Intelligence System (T8), Nov 47 (MI3A/INT/17/48),
S.A.L.0. (M13c). (4) Rpt, Canadien Mil Attache, Ottawa,
Canada, sub: Red Army Intelligence Organization (S), Feb 46.
(5) WD TM 30-430, V - 1ff. In 1945 the chief director of the
GRU was Col. Gen, Fedor F. Kuznetsov; the assistant director
was Maj. Gen. Kissilov. According to Canadian Military Attache
report, the GRU was divided intc eleven principal "divisionsg™
as of August 1945: Operations, Information, Special Duties,
Special Technical, Personnel, Education, Special Communications,

Administrative, Financial, Radio Communication, and Foreign Relations.
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8. Soviet naval intelligence was relatively undeveloped andf
inexperienced during the period covered by this gtudy and,
furthermore, had very little to do with prisoners of war. Tt
may be assumed that any interrogation methods employed by the
Red Navy paralleled those used by the Red Army. For these
reasons, no further attention will be given to Red Navy intel-
ligence methods in this study. See also (1) Jt Int Sub-Com Rpt,
par. 7; (2? Brit Study, Sov Int System, p. 6.

9, Brit Study, Sov Int System. This study indicates that the
Office of Information was organized into sections dealing
specifically with military, economic, political, scientific,'.
and air matters. It seems more likely, however, that principal
subdivisions were made on a regional basis as shown in Figure 4.
10. Survey Sov Int, pp. 90ff. This source containg a detailed
explanation and evaluation of Soviet methods of dissemination
of intelligence reports.

ll; Jt Int Sub-Com Rpt, pp. R4, 6.

12. WD TM 30-430, V; pp. 3ff. The Soviet "formation"
(soyedinenye) has no exact equivalent in the U.S. Army, but

it may be compared to a large—-scale combat team.

13. Ibid., pp. 3-5.

14. Ibid., p. 5.

15. Jt Int Sub-Com Rpt, par. 16.
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16. Survey Sov Int, p. 107.

17.‘”;g;g.,‘pp. 111-12.

18. Ibid., p. 117.

19. Ibid., pp. 121-22.

20. Ibid., pp. 126.

21. Ibid., pp. 123-24.)"

22. Hq EUCOM 258th Interrog Team, T/16 Apr 48, NKV Doc
(tranélation), O}ganization and Mission of the Soviet Secret
Service, (fS}, (hereafter cited as NKVD Document), p. 35 makes
nention bf aﬁ Evaluation Division of the RO at army level, It
may be<éssﬁmed that this ig another designation for the
Inforﬁétion Group. The interpreters of the information group
presumably assisted in direct interrogations conducted by the
Interrogation Group at this level. Inforhation is lacking as
to the exact table of orgenization and strength of an army RO.
23. Survey Sov Int, p. 126. -

24. Ibid., pp. 124-25.
25, Ibid., pp. 127-30. Evacuation proce@gres are delineated
later in Chapter VII.

26, Ibid.

27. 1Interrogation Rpt, 23 Mar 43, in G-R file of III Panzer

Corps, Anlagen II zum Taeti:gkeitsbericht, Abt IC, 4. III.-22.

" VII. 1943 (hereafter cited as III Panzer Corps G-2 file). DRB, AGO.
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<8, Ibid. This Source stated that (in the spring of 1943)
bis RO consisted of a chief (nejor or lieutenant colonel), -two
aldes (captaing), one interpreter, two or three clerks {enlisted
men or women), and s man in charge of maps who, at the same time,
wes algo a draftsman,
29-_ lﬁi@; The Boviet officer previously mentioned made reveal-
ing comments on the situation as it existed in his organization;
The intelligence office is directly under the jurisdiction
of the chief of stafr, Co-operation with the operations section
leaves much to be desired - there is almost constant friction
between ihe two sections. There were no interpreters at brigade.
leyels. Interrogation tokes place only at corps level. The
chief of staff gave orders to the intelligence officer who acts
upon his own in handing down vecommsissance missions.

30. Survey Sov Int, Pp. 127, 129.

3. (1) Ibid., pp. 130-33. (2) NKVD Document, p. 35. According

to the latter source, the reconnaissance company was under the
direct command of the diviasion commender, but in prectice it
was under the control of the intelligence officer. See also

Interrogation Rpt, dated <1 Jul 44, in G-2 file of Third Panzer

Army, Anlagenband E zum Taetigkeitsbericht Nr. 12, 4abt. Ie¢/4.0.,

1, VIII. - 30. IX. 1944, (hereafter cited as Third Panzer Army

G-2 File)., This document is a‘German report of an interrogation
of a captured Soviet divisional intelligence officer. According
to him, the divisional recénnaissance company conéisted of three

officers and 100 enlisted men divided into two platoons. Combat
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reconnaissance pyrthis company was undertaken only on the
order of fhevdiviéion commender When all other actions had
failed to'résu;t in the capture of prisoners.: As at corps
level, this officer indicated that friction usually existed
between the opexatibns officer and the intelligence officer.

32. The Sovietvintelligence officer referred to in the previous

footnote (Thiqd'Panzer Army G-2 File) made the following com-
ments on activities of the divisional RO:

Every ten days, certain objectives which might yield
prisoners, such as bunkers or trench sections, are designated.
The mission is not performed by troops manning the trenches,
but by the reconnaissance company. Scouts, singly or in
pairs, are also employed for such missions. Incoming reports
are to be entered into the war diary at 1200 and 1600. A
summery of all messages from the OPs and the results repcrted
by the reconnaissance company are incorporated into = con-
solidated report and transmitted to corps al 1300. Consolidated
reports covering ten-day and monthly periods are slso made.

During the advance, 3 men from the reconnaissance company,
who are equipped with telephones, are attached to each bat-
talion of the advancing troops. These'attached telephone
operaters report to the réar their own and the enemy situstion,
with, special’ emphasis on the flanks. »They" report the time,
-strength, direction, and duration of enemy counterattacks. The
transmittal off reports to the intelligence section takes
_epproximately 30 to 40 minutes. In most instances, decisions
are made cn the basis of these reports, unless reports from the
operations section, transmitted via regiment, are in definite
conflict. In such instances, a special reconnaissance officer
is sent forward. Intelligence reports which division receives
directly and reports which division receives through regimental
chennels are incorporated into a consolidated report and for-
warded to corps.
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33. Burvey Sov int, PP lél~32.
34. Ibid.

35. MS P-018b.. _

36. WD TM 30-430, I - R6. The duties of the Main Political
Directorate can be roughly compared, in part, to those of the
Troop Information and Education Section of the U.S. Army on
this activity.

37. Ibid., I - 4, 5.

38. The succeeding history of the Soviet seccret service is

based on the following books and documents unless otherwise
noted: (1) Survey Sov Int, Ch II, pp. 23-24; (2) 7707 EUCOM IC,
Cuide for Intelligence Interrogation of Eastern Cases (S), Apr 48,
Ch XXIX, pp. 205-19; (3) Brit Study, Sov Int System, Ch 3, pp.
1-3; (4) NKVD Document, pp. 6-9; (5) CIC Doe, Soviet Agents
Security and Counter-Espionage in the Theater of Operations

East Front (8), pp. 5-8.

39. Because of differences between the'Russian‘and English
alphabets, various trenslators have in some instances given
different English "alpﬁabeticai" designations to the same Soviet
agency. Here the alphabetical title which seems to be used most
frequently by translétors hes been arbitrarily selected. Since
fhe titles of mast of the organizatiohs are long and rather

ponderous, the alphabetical designations are used in the text

407 ’
sgcrpt . SECRET

Approved For Release 2002/01/10 : CIA-RDP65-00756R000400030001-4



Approved For Release 2002/01/10 : CIA-RDP65- 00756R000]4qq,‘(l]§0001-4

SECRET SEC
asfter an initial listing of the full title. These titles with
their Russian equivalents (in the English alphabet) mdy be
found in tHe glossary appended to thig study.
40, Smergh is a contractlon of Smert Shpionam (meaning "Death
to the Spies") which was the title of & Vyshinsky pamphlet
promoting that slogan. Smersh was dropped as a title of the
organization at the close of the war. See USFA (United States
Forceé in Austria), Specidl Weekly Report No. 36 (T8), 11 Jul 4%,
Pt. II, pp. 1-13. |
AN Pafallei deveiopments in the field of countérintelligence
took place in tﬁe Red Navy as well.
L2. Germen staff officers writing on this subject after the war
- (Ms P—Ole); sfate that at the start of the war all camps were
operated bf the Soviet Army and that "large ﬁumberé of camps
were turnad over to the NKVD. . » about the mlddle of 1943 "
Other sources (Soviet Field Regulationsg, etc.) 1ndlcate, howevcr,
that all prisoner-of-war camps were under the Jurisdlotlon‘pf
the NKVD throughout the war. ’l‘
43. WD TM 30-430, IV - 4ff; Survey Sov Int, pp. 59-61. Th; N
organization and functions of the NKVD apparently remained £he
same upon its chenge to a ministry, the MVD, in 1946. |
Lh. WDGS Int Rpt No. RT-194-50 (CI-f9%), 21 Feb 50, Sub:

Administration of PV Affairs by the MVD (8). This report was
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eveluated as F-6 (unconfirmed informaetion) by the issuing agency,
but the information is Eeliéved to be reasonably correct and has,
therefore, been included in the text of this study.
45. The source believed that PW camps designated by four digit
numbers beginning with seven were administered by Department
Seven of the MVD, numbers beginning with an eight were labor
camps wnder the Soviet Army, and those beginning with two or
five, while under MVD administration; were under the Ministry of
Public Health (Narkomsdrav). Another report based on statements
by three returned PW's (USFA Special Wkly Rpt No. 53 (1),
28 Nov 47, pp. 12-19) indicated that the seven was added to camp
" numbers in March and April 1947 for purposes of facilitating
censorship of mail. (No criminal or political prison camps began
with the numeral seven). Officer camps usually had lower numbers
than those for enlisted'men, sometimes only two digits following
the seven. The digits following the seven indicate the base camp
of a certain area; affiliated camps were indicated by adding a’'
slash and the number of the subsidiery installation (7528/1,
7528/2, ete.). OSome affiliated camps were as far as 250 km.
from the main bamp.
46. Probably the Maih Administration of Interior Troops. (See
Figure 6.) Escort and convoy troops were uniformed and usually
wore red epaulets which bore the regimental number and the

letter WKV
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47, The source did not aefine differences between convict,

training, and prisoner-cf-war camps in this report.

48, This and the fbllowing information about prison camps is

from MS P-018b,

49. There have been practically no returnees from these punigh-

ment camps, inmates weré not permitted to correspond-with

relatives or prisoners in.othervcamps, and the Soviet Government

has refused to release an& information about any of the camps.

50. For an ex¢ellent accoﬁnt-éf the organization and admin-

istration of forced labor cémps_(under the Main Directorate of

Labor Cemps) under the MVD see Rpt No. R-47-48, 0DI Files, USF4,

24 Jun 48, sub: Forced Labor Organization MVD. Appendix "a"

of this report is a chart which depicts the organization of the

Main Directorate and of the labor camps. .

51. M8 P-018b. |

52. USFA, ODI, IC, Special Bi-Wkly Rpt No. 72, Apr 47, (8),

Pt. III, Item 2, p. 6. This camp was alleged to be Nc. 7027/2

and located near the Volga Canal 22 mileg south of Moécow.

Though not so stated in the report, it may be assumed that the

camp was undér the jurisdiction of the NKVD.

53. The report refers to this as the MVD Centrale Butilka

(Bottleneck -- possibly a prison slang term for this inéﬁitution)

located on the Moravsks Ulitsa (Street) in Moscow. The-

notoricus Lubyanka Prison in Moscow was also an importénf NKVD

(and NKGB) interrogation center.
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54. WD TM 30-~430, IV —'l, 5. The Security Regiments per-

formed many tasks undertaken by the Corps of Military Police

in thé U.S. Army.
55, Survey Sov Int, pp. 60-6L.

56. WD TM 30-430, IV - 5.

57. Ibid.

58, Bspecially important political personages among the
prigoners, particularly leaders of the Nazi party who fell

into Russian hands after the defeat of Germany, were inter-
rogated by NKGB personnel.

59. 'As méntioned previously, GUKR units at front and army

level were titled UKR NKO; at corps end divisional level, OKR
NKO, |

60. - NKVD Document, pp. 55-56. This document is a German study
of Soviet intelligence methods based largely on captured documents
and PW statements. In this study it is stated that co-operation
between the 00 NKVD and the Mein Political Directorate was manda-
toryl The basis for this statement is a Soviet field order which
fell into German hands early in the war and which stated, in part,
Mo all Military Courts of the Armies: By decree of the State
Committee for Defense. . . , all 00 NKVD offices are ordered to
combat relentlessly all éﬁles, traitors, saboteurs, and deserters.
The successful execution df such an important mission necesslt&tes
the closest collaﬁﬁratlbn between the 00's and the Political

Leader Corps of the Red Army."

Z.,ll ; ; &) = [
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6l. Survey Sov Int, L. 49. The GUKR had no training responei-
bilities or school facllities; training of personnel to be
assigned to Smersh units continued to teke place in NKVD or
-NKGB schools. :

62. Ibid., pp. 49-54.

63. Ibid., p. 51. 4vailable documents differ only slightly in
estimates as to the number of persomnel assigned to Smersh units.
For further information see (1) NKVD Document; (2) USFA Special
Wkly Rpt No. 36; (3) CIC Doc, Soviet Agents Security, pp. 7ff.
6/4. NKVD Document, p. 49. 'The NKGB carried on a surveillance
program aﬁohg the civilian population that was only slightly
less intense than that conducted.in the armed forces.

65. Soviet prisomers or deserters im describing to the Germans
what they knew of the operations of Smersh units often observea
thét'persons taken into cugtody by Smersh wnits (both Russians
and prisoners of war) frequently were never heard of again,
hile it may be assumed that the fate of some of these individuals
wes imprisonment rather than death, the secrecy surrounding such
acﬁions was probably a part of a carefully plaemned program of
terror.

66. NKVD Document, p..52.
67. (1) Ibid., (2) USFA Special Wkly Rpt No. 40, & Aug 47,

Pt. II, pp. 5-12 (T7S). Special teams of the NKVD and the NKGB

412
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investigated the populations of recovered territories.: The
Smersgh wunits attached to the Red Army were intérested primarily
in the civilians in the immediate area occupied by their
military wnits.

68. USFA Special Wkly Rpt No. 40, pp. 5-12.

69. NKVD Document, p. 52.

70._ Ibid., p. 55.

7. Survey Sov Int, pp. 75-76. During wartime the Main
Intelligence Administration (GRU) was responsible for the
specific direction of strategic intelligence in miliﬁary fields.
The Central Committee of the Communist party was cuarged with
the over-all control of strategic intelligence and the specific
direction of nonmilitery intelligence.

72. Survey Sov Int, pp. 26-27. During the great purge of
1937-39 approximately 35,000 senior officers of the Red Army

were arrested; most of them were never returned to thelr posts.

413
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Chapter VII
1. MS P-018nb.

2. Ibid.
3, Ibid.

4. Victor Kravchenkc, I Chogse Freedom (Garden City, 1946),

Pp. 364-65.

5. GMDS RS 279. For an English translation of this document,
see CIA Document 00-W-1009 (C), pp. 8-20. See also GMDS
59710/2, Eleventh (German) Army, March 1942,

6. The author's contention is supported by cne German General
&g follows: "The German generally believes that he was always
confronted by the NKVD. This notion is.incorrect. . + « The
rrosecution of criminél acts of a political character is not

a responsibility of the MVD , . . but of the KGB. The latter
agency has also conducted numerous interrogations of PWs.

7. Following the nonaggression.pact with Germany in August
1939, the propaganda in respect to Germany as an enemy of the
Soviet Union.had been temporarily reversed. This resulted in
much confusion of mind among front-line Russian troops and may
have been responsible for the surrender of many Russian troop
units almost without a struggle early in the war. See

Kravchenko, I Chose Freedom, pp. 365ff.

8. (1) DA Pamphlet No. 20-230, Russian Combat Methods, Nov 50
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(R), pp. 91-92. (2) Study Deutsche Kriegsgefangene in der

Sowjet - Union /German PWs in the Soviet Union/ in Anti-

Komintern File, fbt. Sowjet - Union Archiv, EAP - 116/95

(hereafter cited as Anti-Komintern File EAP 116/95). (3)
MS P-018Db.
9. Special Interrogation Rpt, dtd 25 Aug 44, in G-2 file

of X Corps, A. K. Ic, Anlage 6, Gefangenen - Vernelmungen,

16. VII. - 15, X. 4A4.

10. MS p-018b.
11. Leaflet carrying excerpt from Soviet Government Directive

No. 1798, issued 1 July 41, found in XXVI Corps G-2 file, Ic

Anlagenmappe VI zum T. B., Russische Flugblaetter /Russian

Propaganda Leafletg{ 1. I. - 30, VI. 43.

12, MS P-01db.

13. Anti-Komintern File EAP 116/95.

14. interrogation Rpt, dtd 22 Mar 43, in III Penger Corps
G-2 File.

15. Brief gummary of Stalin Order No. 171; dtd 8 Jul 43,

in Interrogation Reports, Pt IV, dtd 10 Sep 43, found in G-2

" file of Ninth Army Anlage 5 zum Taetigkeitsbericht der Abt

Ic/A. O., 18. VIII. — 31. XII. 43.,(hereafter cited as Ninth
Army G-z File). |

16. Kravchenko, I Chose Freedom, pp. 405-06.
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17. NS P-018b.

18. Triael of the Major War Criminals Before the International

Military Tribunal (Nuremburg, 1947), XXVI, Doc No. 884-PS.

See also, Nazi Conspiracy end Aggression, III, p. 59.

19. (1) Nazi Conspiracy and Aggression, III, Loc'No. 1056-PS,

p. 710. (2) Ibid., Doc No. 338-C. (3) Sherwood, Roosevelt
ggd Hooking, pp. 557—59. Despite the urging of Roosevell in
1942, Molotov firmly declined to negotiate any agreement with
thé‘bermans in regard to prisoners.

20. Red Army Field Service Regulations, 1942, (8), p. 68, par.
199-202, translated from' the Russian under the direction of
the Chief of General Staff, Canada. USA CIC.

215 MS P-018b. As has been previously noted, the author
differs somewhat with German authorities on this matter. The
author contends that the Red Army still had considerable
latitude in gathering tactical information, even though the
NKVD did usurp the field of strategic intelligence;

22 Ibia.

23. Ibid. The paragraphs a through g in the text are

peraphrased with the author taking the liberty of disagreeing
slightly with the source on the role of the NKVD, especially
in paragraph d.

4. (1) Interrogation Rpt, Directives for the Interrogation

416 |
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of PW's by Reconnaissance Officers of the Red Army, dtd

11 Aug 44, in OKH/Branch Foreign Armies Fast, Bd. Zﬁol;7

73'a,2. Kriegsgefangenenwesgen, 30.VI.44 -~ 28.I11.45 (hereafter

cited as German PW affeirs file, Foreign Armies East. (2)

See also Survey Treatment of Germen PW's in the Soviet Unilon,

dtd 18 Jun 44, in folder OKH/Branch Foreign Armies East,

Behandlung der deutschen Kgf. in der SU (hereafter cited as

German PW Survey, Foreign Armies Fast). Both of these documents,

dated 1944, indicated that below divisional level the army was
given a free hand to gather combat information in much the
'ééme manner as in 1941-42.

?5. Study Deutsche Kriegsgefangene in der Sowjet-union, in

Inti-Komintern File EAP 116/195. See Appendix II, Item 1, for

text. The original version of this order in Russian is not
available. The German translation which is cited here was found
in a study prepared for the Chief of the Security Service and
the 8D (Security Service). ‘This translation is incomplete,
paragraphs 6, -9, and 10 of the original 12 paragraphs having
been omitted. The German study cites this document in order to
demonstrate that the law pertaining to prisoners of war in the
Sovie£ Union, deted 1 Jul 41, was & "propaganda lie." A more

complete version of Order No. 001 is found in German PW Survey

Foreipn Armies Fast Zﬁ/3/6827 which varies from the other

417 , ,
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version in some respects and which conteins the missing
paragraphs. Since ‘the Russian version is not available, 1t is
1mposéible to state which version is more correct, but the
English translation appearing in Appendix II, Item 1, 18 decmed
by the author to be of sufficient authentlclty to suprort
contentions that Russian evacuation procedures resulted in the
death of many Germen prisoners.

26. ‘Special order (translation) étd 7 Jul 44, by HQ 1éth

Infantry Division, found in Third Panzer Army G-2 File. See

Appendix II, Item 2 of this study. A German translation of a
Russian Special Order (Russian version not available) signed
by the Chief of Staff and the Division Intelligence Officer
of the (Russian) 16th Infantry Division and addressed to the
' 156th Rifle Regiment. Two similar orders, issued by the 226th
.Inf. Div. and the 8th Mechanized Corps, respectively, may be
found in Germsn PW Sur?ey, Foreign Armics East /H/3/682/.
These orders mention the shooting of prisoner of war by Red
Army soldiers.
27. Directive on the Political Interrogation of Captured
Enlisted and Officer Personnel, dtd 3 Oct 41, in document file

of Army Group North, Beutebefehle, Ic/AOQ, 15.1X.41 - 2.T1.43.

The German translation of this document is dtd 19 Apr 42. See

Appendix IIT, Item 1 of this study.
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28. Guide for the Political Interrogation of PW's, dtd -

28 Mar 42, in G-2 file of 3rd- Panzer Division, hnlege II zum

Taetigkeits_bericht, Ic, Ausgehende Meldungen, ‘Akte I, Russland,

7.11.-31.VIII.42. See Appendix III, Item 2 of this study.
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Chapter VIII

1. Jt Int Sub-Com Rpt, p. 27.

2. MS P-018b.

3. Ibid.
4o Ibid.
5. Ibid.

6. Unless otherwise noted; this section of the study is based
on information found in the following two documents: (1) NKVD
Document, pp. 20-23; (2) Survey Sov Int, pp. 80-84.

7. NKVD Document, p. 22. This order was classified as "very
urgent" and "top secret.n

8. Ibid. This does not pretend to be a complete list of the
subjects taught in the College of Intelligence.

9. According to the NKVD Document this school was said to have
been closed toward the end of the war. The Report of the

Joint Intelligence Sub-Committee states that "a Higher Intel-
ligence School for the Red Army General Staff was identified

in 1944, and there were undoubtedly other schools in existence
about which no information is available."

10. Interrogation Rpt, Directives for the Interrogation of PW's
by Reconnaissance Qfficers of the Red Army, dtd 11 Aug 44, in

German PW affairs files, Foreign Armies Fast. See Appendix IV

of this study.
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11. Jt Int-Subjdom Rpt, pp. 36ff.
12. Survey Sov Int, p. 85. This advenced school and other |
secret serviceiséhools were all under the ﬁKVD at the boginning
of the war. When the GUGB (which had been an NKVD Main Di--
fectorate) became the NKGB in 1943, the Advanced School probably
éame under the jurisdiction of the latter commissariats along
with a number of other NKVD institutions. Since all personnel
of both commissariats had originally been members of the NKVD, .
the difference betwéen NKVD and NKGB schools and'personnei, afy
least during the war, was more academic than real. Thus, 00   '
NKVD personnel became OKR NKO Smersh pefsbnnel (and nominal
members of the Red Army) in 1943, but replacements forbthesé
latter wnits were drawn from NKGB schools (which had formerly
been NKVD schoolsg).
13. 1Ibid.
14. MS P-018b. .
15, Bothvthe Red Army intelligence and the counterintelligence
agencies operated numerous schools both for agents who were to
be committed in foreign territory and for radio intelligence
and other types of intelligence personnel. Since interrogation
did not come under their jurisdiction, such schools have been
ignored in the text.

Short training courses for both military intclligence and

42t SHECRET
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counterintelligence personnel inaugﬁrated during the war have
apparently been continued sincé the war. A German prisoner
who did carpenter repair work at one such school in Moscow.from
1945 until, 1949 stated that three-month courses for officers
of the Soviet Army, Air Force, MVD, and the Police were given
at that particular school. See Rpt No. RT-524-50 (CI-1027),
MVD Scheool in Moscow, USSR (S), Hgq 7707 EUCOM IC, 25 May 50.
16. (1) Interrogation Rpt, dtd 29 Aug 43, in file on Russian

military schools, OKH/Branch Foreign Armies Eest, 28b, Schulen,

8.1.43-10.II1.45. (2) 7707 EUCOM IC, BRpt C1-SIR/56, 29 Oct 47 (TS).

17. (1) ODDI, USFA, Jul 48 (Rpt date: 18 Oct 49), sub: Military
Institute of Foreign Languages. Source: Soviet deserter.
Evaluation: C-2 (S). (R) n. 16(2), Ch. VIII.

18. MS P-0l8b.
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Chapter IX
1. DA Pemphlet No. 20-230, pp. 13-16.

2. Ibid., 1. 90.

3. Ibid., p. 97.

Ly MS P-018b. The information in the following passage,
‘unless otherwise noted, is based on this source.

5. Mikhail Koriakov, I'1l Never Go Back (New York, 1948).

6. NS P-018b.

7. Ibid.

8. Bpt, Reaction of Russian PW to Questioning, C.S.D.I.C.,
G.R.G.G. (U.K. Report), 343 (C), 16 Aug 45 (S), par. 45.
9. MS P-018b.

10. Rpt 00-B-9037, CIA, 14 Dec 48, sub: Vorkula Concentration

Camp, (C), par. 24-R5. See also, Koriakov, I'll Never Go Back,
p. 130.

11. Feport of the Internationsl Red Cross Committee, pp. 419ff.

12. Study Deutsche Kriegsgefangene in der Sowjet-union in

Anti-Komintern File EAP 116/95. According to-this document Soviet

authorities informed neutral representatives that they were not
interested in RKed Army personnel captured by the Germans. Since
these soldiers had not fought to the very last, they were con-
sidered traitors, who would be executed as soon as they were

repatriated.
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13. (1) Interrogation Rpt, dtd 21 Jul 44, in Third Panzer

Army G-2 file. (2) Special Interrogetion Rpt, did 25 Aug 44,

in G-2 file on X Corps, A.K. Ic, Anlage, Gefangenen-Vernehmungen,

16.VIT.-15.X.44.

14. Interrogetion Rpt, dtd 21 Jul 44, in Third Panzer Army

G-2 file. According to this source, returned Soviet officers
were made privates in disciplinary companies. After being
wounded they were considered rchabilitated and their rank wes
restored.

15. (1) Ibid., (2) USFA Special Wkly Rpt ¥o. 40 (T8), 8 Aug 47,
Pt. II, pp. 5-12, (3) Rpt No. 1004 (C), Ninth Service Command,
Fort Douglas, Utah, 3 Jan 45, par. 19. DRB, AGO.

16. 54th Order of the Peoples'! Commissar for Internal Affairs

of the USSR, 1942 (German translation) in Anti-Komintern file

Abt. Sowjet-Union Archiv, EAP 116/57. See also Rpt No. 1004,

Ninth Service Command, par. 19, 22. (So far as official orders
were concerned, the Russians seemed to specify that only traitors,
i.e., deserters, would be punished. In practice it seems that
.all who were taken prisoner were suspected ‘traitors wmtil proved
innocent.) |

17. USFA, Special Bi-Wkly Ryt (C), No. 72,'20 Aug 48, Item 1.

18, (1) Ibid. (2) Rpt No. 70 (8), 23 Jul 48, Item 1, and (3)

Rpt No. 82 (8), 7 Jan 49, Item 2.
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19. Kfévchenko, I Chose Freedom, rp. 405-06. Kravchenkc

quotes an officiel of the Administration of Forced Labor Camps
(GULAG) who was being pressed‘to supply a certain commissariat
several hundred prisoners for a rush assignment as saying:
"But, Comrade, . . . be reasonable. After all, your Sovnarkom
is not the only one howling for workers. . . . Naturally
everyone thinks his own job is the most important. What are
we to do? The fact is, we haven't as yet fulfilled our plans
for impriédnmehts. Demand is greater than supply.!

20, Rpt 1004, Ninth Service Command, .par. 6.
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Chapter X
1. MS P-018b. Discussion of the five phases of the war which

follows is based on‘this source unless otherwise noted. According
to U.S. sources, the agreement of the Foreign Ministers to re-
patriate Germen prisoners of war by 31 Dec 48 was reached on

23 Apr 47, and the Governments submitted thelr repatriation

plans in August 1947. Obviously, the date in the German document
is erronsous but has been kept to correspond tovthe other phase
dates in the German text.

<. Ibid. According to this source, the NKVD did not take over
supervision of the prison camps until about the middle of 1943.
If true, this was not strictly in accordeance with Red Army
instructions issued in 1940. Since practically no prisoners
taken early in the war survived, information is lacking on camp
organization and conditions for this stage of the war.

3. Ibid.

L. MS P-Cl8c

5. USMA, The War in FEastern Europe, Depariment of Military

Art and Engineering (1949), (R), pp. 83, 86.
7. Interrogations for the purpose of securing evidence agoinst

war criminals (which took place largely during Phage V) will

426 .
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be discussed in the subsequent section of this study entitled
"Interrogation Methéds Applied in Prigoner-of-War Camps."

8. TM 30-430, V-7tf. It is interesting to note that the
Russian word, razvedka, can be translated into English as ’
intelligence (in the military sense), reconnalssance, or
cbservation,

9. Memo, ACofS, G-2, Hg 12th Army Gp for ACofS, G-2, WD,

6 May 45, sub: Notes on Russian Intelligence (S). Brié. Gen.

Edwin L. Siebert, author of this memorandum, had visited with

the Chief of Intelligence of the First Ukranian Army Group on

a courtesy visit to that héédquarters with Gen. Omar N. Bradley,
CG., 12th Army Gp. Following the visit, General Siebert stated,
in part: "Prisoner-of-war interrogation is highly organized
and is congldered the most profitable agency. The gathering

of information from ground sources, such as OP's, patrols,

etc., is highly rated and highly crganized."

10. MS P-018b.

11. Ibid. See also DA Pamphlet No. 20-230, pp. 3-7 fér a
discussion of the characteristics of the Russlan soldier..

12. Survey Sov Int, p. 72.

13. Interrogetion Rpt, dtd 21 Jul 44, in Third Panzer irmy
G-2 file.

14. MS P-018b.
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15. DA Pamphlet No. 20-230, pp. 91-9<. This monograph con-
tains mention of a number of Soviet atrocities against German
prisoners, several of which took place in 1943.
16. See Appendix II, Item 1 of this study; also Appendix VI,
Items &, 9, and 10. less étherwise noted, discussion of
interrogeation précedures practiced in the field are based on
MS P-018b,
17. Evidence of the seriousness of this situation can be
gathered from an order concerning evacuation procedures ilssued
by the Commissar of Defense in January 1943:. See Appendix 1I,
Item 1 of this study. o
18. See Appendix VI, Ttems 6, 9, and 13 of this study.

19. Study, Deutsche Kriegsgefengene in der Sowjet-Union in

Ati-Komintern File EAP 116/95.

20. Hq 7707 BUCOM IC, Rpt RT-60-49 (PI-556). This document
contains contradictory reports concerning the greatment of
prisoners at Stalingrad. Apparently, treatment of prisoners

at that time was largely dependent upon individusl commending
officers. Large PW units were saved, small units were generally
liguidated. Members Qf 88, Gestapo, tank units, and military
police apparently were executed as a matter of principle.

21, Brief summary of Stalin Order No. 171, dtd & Jul 43, in

Interrogation Reports, Pt. IV, dtd 10 Sep 43; found in Ninth

428
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Army G-2 file. The order may have been issued during the
Battle of Stalingrad and made public at a later date.

2. Interrogation Rpt, dtd 22 Mar 43, in III Panzer Corps

G-2 file,

23. Special order (trenslation), dtd 7 Jul 44, by HQ 1éth

Inf Div, fourd in Third Panzer Army G-R File. See also Appendix
II, Item 2 of this study.

24. See Chapter VI, C, 5 of this study.

25. Former German prisoners have remarked that Soviet inter-
rogators were particularly interested in matters pertaining to
German preparations in the field of chemical warfare, the
implication being that the Russians expected the Germans to make
use of gas.‘ A reference to this effect is found in MS P-018e,
Appendix 4.

26. The foregoing discussion concerning evacuation and interro-
gatiqn procedures practiced during the latter stages of the |
war has bezn baéed largely on MS P-018b. The text differs with
this source on one matter, that of the presence of NKVD interro-
gatofé at division level. The author believes that German
prisoners were subjected to extensive political interrogations
at division level by the pélitical commissars and Smersh person-
nel whom the German prisoners understandably but mistakenly

idenfitied as members of the NKVD.
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27. See Appendix VI, Item 12, par. 3 of this study. Note
that the first question asked by "political" interrogators
(according to this source) was "why are you fighting against
a state of workers and farmers?”

28. See Chapter VI, C, 5, a. of this study.

29. 00 NKVD and §ggggg units conducted essentially the same
activities; references in the text to Smersh also apply to

00 NKVD.

30. See Chapter VI, C, 5, d. of this study.

31. CIA 00-B-9470, Scviet Intelligence Service: Organization
Equipment, Operation (8), 25 Feb 49.

32. Ibid., p. 3.

33. This is an understandable omission for the source, who
had applied for U.S. citizenship, would not wish to be assoclated
with any torture methods used by Smersh during the time he had
beén forced into their service.

34. (1) CIC Doc, Soviet Agents Security, . 10; (2) WNicola
ASinevirsky, Smersh (New York, 1950), 1. 72-77.

35. CIC Doc, Soviet Agents Security, . 24.

36. Ibid., p. 25. The regulation, issued by GUKR NKO, is
gquoted in full in this source.

37. ipig., P 25-26. The discussion in the text of Smersh

investigation procedures is based almost entirely on this source.
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38. When the Red Army regained Soviet territory, one of Smersh's
principal missions was ﬁhe apprehending bf Soviet citizens who
héd collaborated with the Germans. Information about German
atrocities was uged af%er the war in Soviet war-crime trials.

‘ 39. CIC, Soviet Agents Security and Counter-Espionage, p. 26.
40. Ibid. Such reprisals were ordered by NKVD Order No. 001552,
dated 10 Dec AO.

41. Unless otherwise noted, documents upon which the foliowing
discussion of prison-cemp conditions is based are gs follows:

(1) MS P-018b; (2) Team 6, 7020 AF CI Unit, USAFE, Rpt No. 6-137-
0250, (s), 8 Feb 50; (3) Team 10, 7020 AF CI Unit, Rpt No. 10-
148-0250, (s), 6 Feb 503 (4) Team 12, 0SI, IG, USAFE, Rpt No.
12-199-0250, (g), 20 Feb 50; (5) Team.l5, 7020 AF CI Unit, USAFE,
Rpt No. 15-179-0250, (S); 1/ Feb 50; (6) 7001lst AISS, USAFE, sub:
So#iet Treatment of German PWs, (s), 13 Dec 49; (7) Mil Attache,
Belgium, Rpt No. R-171-48, (S), 13 Dec 49; (8) Mil Attache, Iran,
Rﬁt No. R-32-47 (8), Mar 47; (9) U.S. Neval Attache, Moscow, gtbs
USSR - Congtruction and Living Conditions, Moscow Area (R),

25 Sep 46, p. 2; (10) BID Doc #331073, stb: Conditions of Release
for Officer and Nazl Internecs . . . in USSE, Berlin (C), 24 Dec 46;
(11) Hg EUCOM IC, Rpt #RT-60-49 (PI-556); (12) 7001 AISS-USAFE, |
Rpt No. 10-172-1, (s), 10 Jan 50; (13) Hang Rebach, "Gemordet

wurdanetehts:! (Murders Took Place at Night), Der Spiegel ZK

German Magazine/ 23 May 51.
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42. According to the German authors of MS P-018b, the Red Army
operated prisoner-of-war camps un§11 théy were taken ovef by
the NKVD in 1943. Since few Lriscners were taken jrior to that
time, practically ncne of whom survived, the point ié 65th

difficult to determine and not too important, but it is the

“author's opinion that the NKVD operated the camps throughout the

war.

43. Hqs USFA, ACofS, G—2, Special Wkly Kyt No. 7 (TS), 3 Dec 46,
Pt. II, p. 15.

Lh. Hg 7707 EUCOM IC, Rpt #RT-494-50 (CI-096), sub: MVD Prison
in Leningrad, 17 May 50 (S); par. 2.

45. MS P-018b. A main camp was designatea by numbey e.g.,
Camp No. 724. Its subcamps were designated by another number
following the number of th: main camp, e.g., Subcamps Nos.

T24/1, T24/2. |

46. Hq 7707 EUCOM IC, Rpt #RT-60-49 (PI-556), par. 3.

47. Seen. /1 (13). This is a magazine afticle by a former
German soldier who had been sent to a Russian penal camp (at
Karaganda) .

48. See n. 41 (3).

49. OQMG (U.S.Army) provides the following informetion on bread?
Russian Rye Breed (Black), Summer’1942... 100 grams - 150 calories

Russian Rye Bread, Fine (Some Wheat)..... 100 grams - 20/, ralories
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Russian Coarse Wheat Bread, Aftef Sﬁalingrad (1943) ...
: 100 grams - 217 calories

U.S. Army Bread, Garrison Loaf (1950) ... 100 grams - 312 calories
A U.S. Army garrison loaf weighs 20 ownces and contains
about 1,68, calories. (One cunce equals 28.3495 grams) An issue
of 300 grams of black bread, or 10.58 ounces, would provide
from 450 to 624 calories a day; 600 grams, from 900 to 1,248
calories. The Russians use water and a comparatively high
sugar content in making their bread while the U.S5S. Army uses
milk and a lower sugar content.
50. See n. 41 (9), Ch. X. A& U.S. Neval Attache in Moscow in
1946 commented that German prisoners he had seen appesred to be
more healihy than the average Russian nale.
51, See n. 41 (5), par. 2a, and (3), par. 2a, Ch. X.
52. See n. 41 (10), Ch. X. Officers performed lighter tasks,
as a rule, such as tailoring.
53. See n. 41 (6), par. 14, Ch. X.
54. See n. 41 (2), par. c, Ch. X. This report contains the
statement "there were very few cases of inadequate medical
supplies,® and that medical facilities were generally good.!
This, however, is in sharp contrast to the reports of most
repatriates who tell of inadequate supplies and facilities,th
though they are agreed that the German medics do the best they

could with what they had, See n. 41 (12), par. ¢, Ch. X.
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55. See n. 41 (3), par. 2b, and (7), Ch. X.

56. See n. 41 (1), p. 9, end (12), par. ¢, Ch. X.

57. COMNAVFORGER, at FPO, N.Y. Serial 192-3-47 (8), 30 apr 47.
(This source covers items a, b, and c.)

58. See n. 4L (8); Ch. X.

59. The Washington Post, October 21, 1950. The death rate
in camps for Japanese prisonérs was equally bad acéording tec

William J. Sebald, Department of State Bulletin, XXII, No. 5486

(1950), pp. 24-28. According to Mr. Sebald, a total of 374,041
Japanese had not been repatriated as of the end of 1949; most
of these, if not éll, was presumed to be dead.

60, See n. 41 (7), (12), Ch. X.

6l. See n. 41 (9), Ch. X.

62. NS P-0198e, Appendix 2.

63, MS P-0l8c. This study consists of a series of papers on
the Russian antifa program written by former German prisoners
and steff officers under the supervision of the EUCOM Historical
Division. Little information has been given in the text con-
cerning the "National Committee for Free Germany;" the Paulus
Army, or the Von Seydlitz Army. While the "National Committee
for Free Germany" was elaborately staged by the Soviets end

excited considerable attention at the time, it seems to have
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been ﬁothing'more than a part of the Soviet psychological war—
fare program, and the "movement" was discontinued at the end

of the war. No repatriated German who was captured before the
end of hostilities was solicited by the Russians to fight
against the Germen Army for the Russians (at lease, no repatriate
who has been interviewed was solicited), and only a few were-
accepted by the Soviets to agsist in such activities as front-
line loudspeaker propagande broadcasts.

64. MS P-0Ol8e, Annex 1 (The Sccret of the Power of the Soviet
State). The discussion in this reference is not confined to

the methods of control of prisoners but extends to all people
under Soviet domination.

65. MS P-0Ol8c.

66, Ibid.

67. (1) MS P-018b; (2) MS P-0l8c. Unless otherwise noted, the
discussion of the characterigtics of the five phases of interro-
gation is based on these references.

68. During the fourth phase, the NKVD became the MVD, but there
was appsrently little or no chenge in the organization so far as
the camp~interrogation program was concerned.

69. MS P-0l8e, Appendix 2.

70. The Main Intelligence Adminisfration of the Red Army

(GRU) maintained a staff of at least 350 officers, enlisted

men, and civilians during the war as mentioned earlier in this
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study. {(Chap. VI, C, 3.) It is logical to assume that the
NKVD headq#arters which directed the'prisoner~of~war canp
interrogation program was at least as large as the GRU.

71. WS P-Ol8e, Appendix 2. The NKVD and the NKGB, as mentioned
- before, became the MVD and the MGB, respectively, in 1946, For
purposes of convenience, thsy are referred to in the text by
their earlier designationg even if, in some instances, the
‘act1v1ty discussed took place after 1245.

72. Ibid.

73. Ibid., Section 7.

7. Hans Fritzsche, a prominent Nazi captured at the end of the
war, was subjected to such an ordeal, although the object in
his case was to securc evidence of war crimes which could be
used in the Nuremberg Trials. By the time of the trials, how-
ever, he had recovered his physical and mentel powers almost

completely. Konrad Heiden, 6 Why They Confess," Life Magazine

(June 20, 1949), pp. 92ff. Field Marshal Paulus appeared briefly
as a Soviet witness in the Nuremberg Trials but was kept strictly
in Soviet custody at all times. According to an obscrver (Lt.
Ernest P. Uiberall, an Americen interpreter), Paulus was apparently
in poor physical condition and secmed to be laboring wmder great
emotional strain, particularly when he attempted to justify his

alleged anti-Hitler activities after his capture. Otherwice, he
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did not have the manner of one whose mental processes had been

permanently impaired. See Trial of the Mejor War Criminals, VIT,

pp. 253-61, 279—304° vApparently, there were a number”of German
officer prisoners led by General vonSeydlitz who; after Staliﬁérad,
lost faith in Hitler and voluntarily collaborated with the Soviets
but with the idea in mind that they could form an hbnest alliance
with Russia on the basis of an independent Germany free of Nazi
domination. Most of these Germans eventually were disillusioned
éhd dropped their activities. They found that they had been
playing into Soviet hends while merely‘attempting to be pro-
Germen and, at the same time, anti—Hitlér. It is believed that
the Soviets published many pro-Soviet statements cfedited to
prominent Germen prisoners without the latters!' knowledge or
congent. See MS P-018c.

75. MS P-01l8b. Smersh methods of enrolling informers is
described in Sinevirsky, Smersh, pp. 106£f.

76. MS P-0l3c. o |

7'7. See Appendix VI, Item 25 of this study. In some cases the
questioﬁnaire was not filled out until after the initial interro-
gaticn. A new guestionnaire was filled oﬁt each time & prisocner
arrived at a new camp, no matter how meny times he was transferred.
78. See Appendix VI, Item 17 of this study.

<79. BSee Appendix VI, Items l4n18, 21, 22, 29, 36, 38 of this study.
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80. See Appendix VI, Items 2, 3, 26, 29, 30, 33 of this study.

81. See Appendix VI, Item 12, par. 3 of this study.

82. (1) "The Technique of Soviet Interrogation," Monthly

Intelligence Report (British Armed Forces Magezine) (8)

(June 1949), p. 39; (2) USFA Specizl Biwkly Ept No. 100,

16 Sep 49, Pt. II, Hungery (S), pp. i5f£2

83, (1) MS P-018b; (2) MS P—OlBe; Lppendix 2.

84. MS P-0l8b.

85. MS P-018b. The use of information on file to verify
prisoner—of-war information is not unigue ﬂo Soviet methods.
Military intelligence interrogators of gll armies use similar
procedures.

86. MS P-0l8e, Appendix 4.

g87. MS P-018b.

88, Information is lacking on Soviet methods of indexing and

‘cross—indexing individual prisoner record cards. It is possible

that machine-record methods were used in higher headquarters,

but no references to such mechanical devices have been uncovered
during research for this study.“

89. NS P-018b.

90. In addition to the special camps mentioned previously in

the text, certain highly,speciélized army and naval officers were

gsent to e camp at Kochevo which was reputed to be an "extermination®
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camp. Priéoners in this camp Weré carefully interrogated on
their specielties, and the methods used were said to be
especially harsh. Scientists, including nuclear physicilsts,
were sent to a camp at Krasnogorsk. ALl specialists in this
cemp were compelled to write all they know about their special
fieldsj the amcunt of food each prisoner received was detgrmined
by the value of his written report. A large nﬁmber of German
generals (approximately eighty) were ﬁlsé hela at Krasnogorsk
for interrogation. See, OI Special Triangle Rpt 39, HQ 7707
EUCOM IC, 8 Sep 47 (T8).
91. Soviet interrogators were particularly careful when dealing
with prominent political personalities such as Cardinal Mindszenty
(Stephen K. Swift, "How They Broke Cardinal Mindszenty," Reader's
Digest (November 1949), pp. 1ff). See also Appendik VI, Item 33
of this study end MS P-018b.
92. CIA, Info Rpt No. 30, DB-19054, Soviet Methods in the
Interrogation of Prisoners of War, 30 Oct 49 (8), par. 15.
93. Monthly Int Rpt (English), Jun 49, The Technique of Soviet
Interrogation, pp. 35-43. This is aﬁ exéellent discussion of
Soviet "purge trial" methods. |
94. MS P-018b. See also Appendix VI, Ttems 16, 22, 23, 24
of this study. |

95, MS P-018&b.
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96. Hans Fritszche spent his first seversl weeks in Lubianka
Prison in a "standing-coffin" three feet square according to

the previcusly quoted article in Life Magazine. His stay in

the cell was broken only by trips to the interrcgation chamber
and the lafrine.

97. (1) MS P-018b; (2) Hg 7707 EUCOM IC, Rpt No. RT-494-50
(CI-986), MVD Prison in Lenningrad, 17 May 50 (S), par. 2.
(Paragraph 3 of this report is reproduced in Appendix VI,

Item 14 of this study.) Some of these precautions have heen
observed in Allied prisons to prevent any danger of the prisoner
committing suicide.

'98. "USFA Specisl Biwkly Rpt No. 100, 16 Sep 49 (S), Pt. II, p. 17.
99. MS P-018b.

100. Few prisoners of war were subjected to public trials, such
procedures more ordinarily being reserved for political scape-
goats of the Soviets both in Russia and its satellite states.
Tﬁe scope of this study does not permit en extended treatment

of Soviet methods of interrogating Soviet citizens or citigens
of satellite states. An excellent, short treatment of this
subject may be found in the CIC study, Guide for Intelligence
Interrogators of Bastern Cases, Hq 7707 EUCOM IC, Apr 48 (S),
pp. 36ff. See also an aforementioned article in a British

military publication (Monthly Intelligence Report, June 1949),
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end Stephen K. Swift, The Cardinal's Story (New York, 1949),

en expose of Cardinal Mindszenty's interrogation, a condensation

'of which appeared in Readers Digest, Nov 49. An emotional, .

‘highly colored account of Smersh methods of interrogating citizens
of So%iét—occupied countries may bte found in Sinevirsky, Smersgh,
Ch., V through XV. See also, Zbigniew Stypulkowski, "Behind the
Iron Shutters of Lubianka,” New York Times Magazine, May 20, 1951,
pe 15. This excellent article‘on interrogation procedures in
Lubianka prison is based on excerpts from-a book by the same

author, Invitation to Moscow (London, 1951).

10l. See the previously cited article-in the British Monthly

Intelligence Report, June 49, for example of Soviet jpurge-trial

proceedings and tectmiques.

102. (1) See Appendix VI, Item 41 of this study; (2) Appendix
VI, Item 26; (3) Appendix VI, Ttem 34; (4) Swift, "How They Broke
Cerdinal Mindszenty," pp. 1ff.

103. See n. 102, (2), Ch. X. In this report the drug is
referred to as Chlorine Hydrate, but this could well be an error
o the part of a translator.

104. For a complete description of the.clinical use and effects

of chloral hydrate, see Goodman and Gilman, The Pharmscological

""Bagis of Therapeutics (New York, 1941); pp. 175-78. . Any standard

work on pharmacology will earry a similar description of the drug.
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105. According to a pharmacologist of the Pure Food and Drug '
Section, U.S. Department of Justice, actedron is not listed in
any current codex, either American or foreign (May 1950). From

a description of its effect on the human nervous éysﬁem, it may
be that it is one of the alkaloids of the belladona plants, the
two most important of which are atrophine and scopolamine,
Atrophine first stimulates then depresses the brain. Scopolamine,
an ingredient of the anesthesla known as "twilight sleep," is

a repressant énd normally causes drowsiness, fatigue, and
dreamless sleep. It may be, however, that actedron contains
mescaline, a derivative of the dumpling cactus (Laphophora
williamgi), which produces strange psychic effects and hallu-

cinations. See Goodman and Gilman, The Pharmacological Basis

of Therapeutics, pp. 48, 436, 460, and 575.

106. See n. 102 (4), Ch. X.
- 107. Seen. 102 (1), Ch. X.

108, Goodman and Gilman, The Pharmacological Basis of

Therapeutics, p. 48.

109, Ibid., p. 575.
110. G. T. Stockings, "A Clinical Study of the Mascaline
Psychosis, With Speclal Reference to the Genesis of Schizophrenic

and Other Psychotic States," Journal of Medical Science LXXXVI

(1940), pp. 29-47. See also, E. F. Castetter and M. E. Opler; S
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“Plants Used by the Mexcalero and Chiricaluna Apache for Food,

Drink, and Narcotics," University of New Mexico Bulletin-

(Biol. Ser.) IV (1936), pp. 35ff. These two papers seem to be

the only-studies of the effécts of mescaline on the nervous

system published in the United States, beyond, of course, short
comments in standard works on pnarmacology.

111. Information obtained from Lt. Col. Sterhen W. Ranson, ANMC,
of the Psychiatry and Neurology Consultants Division, Surgeon
General's Office (May 1950).

112, NS P-018e, Appendix 2. See also Appendix VI, Items 16, 20,
’l, 22, 23 of this study.

113. Annex to Rpt, dtd 6 Feb 50, in MS D-387. This MS, as well
as M3 D-388, constitutes a collection of studies, reports, letters,
and appeals pertaining to the intefrogation, trial, and treatment
of derman PW's in Russia during the post-war period, in documenta-
tion of the MS P-0l8 series.

114. Declaration on German Atrocities Zﬁoscow_Declaratiog7,

released 1 Nov 43. The Text of this document mey be found in'

Trials of the War Criminals Before the Nuernberg Military
Tribunals (Washington, 1950), IV, 1950-872486.
115. Ltr, dtd 21 Feb 50, in MS D-387.

116. Rpt, dtd 31 Jan 50, in MS D-387. The Soviets made special

efforts to discover former members of the Viking and Brandenburg

" Divisions against whom they particularly desired to wreak thelr
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vengsance. The Viking Division (5th SS'Panzer Division) had
participated in the.initial invasion of Russia and had been
particularly troublesome to the Red Army in 1944 at Korsun and

in Poland. The Brandenburg Division was a specially trained
éabotage unit which ceme under direct control of the Sabotage
Section OKW Abwehr II. Abwehr II was the department of the -
Germaﬁ Military Inteliigence Service which was concerned with
gabotage. Its functions were later teken over by the SD (Security

Service) and the MI Bureau of the RSHA (Reichsicherheitshauptamt

~ Reich Security Main Office). See Order of Battle of the German
Army, MID, WD, 1 Mar 45 (R), pp. 312, 330. |
117. Ibid. It should be noted that many members of the Wehrmacht
who had never been in Russia during.the war wefe tcaptured" by
the Red Army after Germany's capitulation and sent to prisoner-
of—war'camps in Russia. Many Cermans who had been held captive
by the western powers and who were repatriated to eastern Germany
after the war were also sent to Soviet prison camps.

118. 1Ibid. This report contains en appeal to the Federate Govt.
at Bonn.

119, The Soviets probably included in this category Germans who
had any part in enforcing militery law in Soviet territory
occupied by the Germans.

120. MS P-0l8e. See also Appendix VI, Item 22 of this study.
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127.
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MS D-387 contains an appeal to the Federate Govt. at Bonn.
MS P-0l8e, Appendices 2 and 6.
See Appendix VI, Item 23 of this study. -

Rpt, dtd 15 Feb 50, in MS D-387.

See Appendix VI, Item 18 of this study.

MS P-018e, Appendix 6.

Rpt, dtd 31 Jan 50, and excerpt from Lir, dtd 11 Feb 50,

in MS D-387. Descriptions of the arrest and trial procedure may

be found in these sources.

128,

Ltr, dtd 21 Feb 50, in MS D-387. An account of life in a

typical penel camp to which war criminals were sentemay be found

in Rebach, -Gemordet wurde Nachts,” p. 10.
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Chapter XI
1. GHQ, FEC, MIS, ATIS Interrogation Report No. 60, 29 Oct 48

(8), tp. 38, 47. This report, compiled from interrogations of
thousands of Japanese repatriated from the ﬁSSR, gives a
comprehensive picture of the conditions in the Soviet PW camps.
for Japanese, the indoctrination program, and the organizatiop-
of the camps.

2., As late as 7 Dec 50, the Russians served notice to the United
Nations at Lake Success that they would block any attempt to

make an;inquiry into the fate of German and Japanese prisoners
believed still held in the USSR. On that date, British Common-
wealth delegates to the United Nationé stated in debates on the
subject that an estimated 62,792 Germans and 369,382 Japanese
prisoners in the USSR were unaccounted for. Other sources reveal

similar figures. See: (1) Washington Post, December 7, 1950

(AP dispatch from Lake Success); (R) ATIS Interrog Rpt 60, p. 47;

(3) Robert A. Fearey, The Occupation of Japan, Second Phase:

1948-1950 (New York, 1950), pp. 4-17; (4) Wm. J. Sebald, "Soviet
Union Still Refuses to Cooperate in Repatriation of Japanese,"

3, See n. 2 (3) and (4), Ch. XI.
4. ATIS Rpt No. 60, pp. 38ff.

5, Ibid., p. 2.
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6. Ibid, This ATIS réport contains lists and numbers of the

known districts and camps, a description of the name and number
system used by the Soviets, and meps showing the locations of

all known camps. |

7. Ibid., p. 4.

8, See n. 2_(4), Ch. XI.

9. ATIS Rpt No. 60, pp. 31-37.

10. Ibid., pp. iii, 5-10.

11. Ibid., pp. 11-15.

12. Ibid., pp. 15-37.
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Ch. XI, p. 12. |

22. (1) See Appendix VIII, Items 1, 3, 6-9, 12, 13, 15, 19 of

T ™ IE E2iTR
RpsroedFor Release 2002/0_1_/1 0: C,,.IA-_RDP65'='00756RO%(E?)Q%%)}?Tl -j?



Approved For Release 2002/01/10 : CIA-RDP65-00756R000400030001-4

SECRET SECRET

Chapter XIT

1., Geneva Conventiong of August 12, 1949 For the Protection

of War Victims (Dept. of State, Publication 3938, General

Foreign Policy Series 34 _[Kugust 19597), p. 118,
2. Ibid., p. 235. As of September 1951, no major powers,
including the USSR and the United States, had officially

ratified thisg convention.
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GLOSSARY

Soviet terms and alphabetical designations of Soviet organizations
used in the text of the study. '

Cheka eseeseasess(Chrizvechaninaya Komisiya) Extraordinary Commiseion
for Combating Counter-revolution, Speculation, and
Sabotage. First Soviet surveillancc agency, founded
in June 1918.

GB cvvecenconas ,.(Gossudarstvennoi Bezopasnosti) State Security. These
initials accompanied the rank designation of political
career officers of the 00 NKVD and GUKR NKO pmersh.

GPU .ivevovvnonas (Gosudarstvennove Politicheskove Upravleniye) Political
Directorate; successor to the Cheka in 1922.

CRU vovvecansanns (Glavnoye Razvedivaﬁelnove Upravlieniye) Main Intelli-
gence Directorate of the War Ministry.

GUGB +caes arvonns (Glavnoye Upravleniye Gosudarstvendi Bezopasnosti) Main
Directorate for State Security.

GUKR veseoeeeseos(Glavnoye Upravlieniye Kontrrazvedki) Main Directorate
of Counterintelligence of the NKO. Successor to the
00 NKVD in 1943. Often referred to during World War I1
as Smersh.

GUP Voisk MVD....(Glavnoye Upravleniye Pogranichnikh Voisk MVD) Main
Directorate of Frontier Troops, MVD.

GUPVI ceeecnss ...(Glavnoye Upravlenive Po Delam Veivenoplennykh I Inter-
- nirovanyi) Main Dircctorate of the Affairs of Prisoners
of War and Internees.

KRU vvevencesoans (Kontrragvedyvatelnoye Upravieniyve) Administration and
Counter-Esplonage Section of the GUGB. Performed
intelligence duties in non-military sechors.

MGB .ivevencconse (Ministerstvo Gosudarstvennol Bezopasnosti) Ministry
' of State Security. Successor to the NKGB in 1946.
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IlMVﬁ'ATV?E ....... .(Ministerstvo Voutrennikh Del) Ministry of the Lnterior.

Successor to the NKVD in 1946.

MVS Juivadanenens (Ministerstvo Voorushennikh Syl) Ministry of the Armed
' Forces. Combination of and successor to NKO and NKVMF
in 1946.

Nachalnik Lagera..Camp Commander of a prisoner-of-war camp.

CONKO eeaaaiaaa. .« (Narodny Kommissariat Oborony) Peoples' Commissariat

for National Defense.

NKGB cvveinnenn (Narodny Kommissariat Gosudarstvennoi Bezopssnosti)

Peoples' Commissariat of State Seccurity.

NKVD ..... veves oo (Narodny Kommissariat Vnutrennikh Del) Peoples!

Commissariat of Internal Affairs.

OGPl ..... soeans . (Obyedincnnoyve Gosudarstvennoyve Politichegkoye Upravleniye)
United State Political Directorate. Successor to the
GPU in 1923.

OKR NKO Smersh...(0tdel Kontrrazvedki NKO Smert Shpionam) Agencies of
GUKR NKO in lower echelons of the armed forces. gSmersh
is a contraction of Smert Shpionam which means "Death
to the Spies," and was the popular nickname for the
organization.

00 NKVD v........(0sobyi Otdel NKVD) Military surveillance uniﬂs of the
' NKVD. ©Succeeded by GUKR NKO Smersh.

0P ..... vresosss.(Oblastnoye Pravlenie) District Administration for
: Escort and Convoy Troops.

OPVI weovvenonnnn (Oblastnove Pravlenie Voiyennoplennykh I Internirovenvi}
' Digtrict Administration for Affairs of Priscners and
Internees.
PSeh 2 voivevens (Pomoshnik Nachalnika Shtaba 2) Second assistant to the

chief of the regimental staff. (Intelligence or recon-
naissance officer in lower echelon headquarters.)

HO vveaiiniennns (Razvedyvutelni Otdel) Intelligence Staff Section or
an Army, Corps, or Division. :
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RU eoveceosssssas(Razvedyvatelnoye Upravlenive) Intelligence Directorate
' of Front (Army Group) or Military District Headquarters.

SMeTsh +see0ss0.. See OKR NKO Szﬁersh.

SHtaD eeceseasrs. Staff of a Red Army Headquarters. (Often used as a
general term for any military headquarters. )

VO GPU venuever. (Voiyenny Otdel GPU) Military surveillance section of
the GPU. Preceded the Q0 NKVD.
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